






ja.18, 1879. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 207 











wicitors’ Journal W Beporter. 


LONDON, JANUARY 18, 1879. 














— = 


















CONTENTS. 
JOURNAL. 

.. ing to Mortgagees Solicitors 207 

. ing ee eb eeersccssseeen= erecee . 
thle FE ie Reports wenn. + -e0: sefilieeiadinh efiatiieas 2. 207 
ty Cireuits and the Metropolitan Business ........ eoenreenes +e 208 
thot y,J. W. Smith and the Queen’s Bench Division ......++++++.+ 208 
“ II stain incite: setihialenctneiiitealenins evens 208 
Der pas of Administration Action thrown on Lapsed Gifts ........ 209 
1 Dee sot DECISIONS. « ddpgstvaasenncceesess woe 210 
210 




























































ks. 213 
PPrrPrrTTrrriririri tts 214 
LNEWH coccccse-sennrccseces Seeeee eeecvcesecee errr rrr ry 215 
Nias ’ N18, ETO. -e+cees 216 
be ix COURT OF JUSTICE... . 216 
ye StUDENTS’ JOURNAL « - 216 
bert PAPERS +++ erccce 2'7 
Itie QOMPANIES <coc ccccccccecccccs coccceccccesscccocccce oo 27 
sem GASSTTES, &C., KC. oo cecrcccccccce cocccces occcee ecece 3 
tag 
nted NOTES OF CASES. 
ER. 
[AL \ 
ome | 
Se rctash 
jeaino v. Leonino 
REPORTS. 
Dry. Bell. Brooks v. Israel (Q. B.Div.)...ceseecceseee 
fraty. Boll. Bull v. Bryant (Cn.Div. V.C.8.)......- ease 
1] v. Dowdeswell (App.) -.cceccecccesseee Oo vccncescccce 2 
face Land and Public Works Company, Limited, In re The. 
cet Nor’scase (App.)...eeee gueebieceonehsset coeerecce eanccecccce 236 
Tim. Treherne (App.) ...+.0 Occccedccccccene Sangdebeertes 245 
Tele, Barrell (App.) ..- ccce-scccccevcccces cerccce seers eos 234 
a juon’s Trusts, In re (Ch. Div. M.R.) .ecccccccccesseccssceecees 245 
0 Tiel. Blockey (App) ..... esccctes eecnccercccccscceecs eseee 233 
0 h(orrgsPonDENTS.— Al letters intended for publica- 
: im in the “* Solicitors’ Journal” must be authen- 
), ticated by the name of the writer. The Editor cannot 
; wédertake to return MSS. forwarded to him. 
, Neribers can have their Volumes bound at the Ofice— 






dh, 28. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 


















CURRENT TOPICS. 






-Werawr in another column an able and interest- 
m letter relating to a perplexing observation 
tle by the Master of the Rolls in a recent case, 
kthe course of his judgment in General Finance, 
&, Company v. Liberator Permanent Building 
‘nly (27 W. R. 210) the learned judge is reported to 
we wid that “the defendants unluckily did what no 
telat mortgagee should ever allow to be done— 
ueely, allowed the then owner of the estate to convey 
towns, and then took a mortgage from him. As I 
wi before,” continued the learned judge, “a mortgagee 
sald never allow the legal estate to get into his mort- 
her's possession.”” The observation must, of course, 
taken as referring to the state of facts in the case 
‘or the learned judge, where a sum was lent to 

& purchaser to complete the purchase, and 
® property purchased was conveyed to the pur- 
“er and by him mortgaged on the same day to the 
‘ter, That a mortgagée'’s solicitor who allows his 
eet to adopt this course is guilty of negligence will be 
*vand alarming doctrine to most of our readera, but 
“sappears to be the result if the observation of the 
‘ster of the Rolls is well founded. We reed hardly 
“\ speaking from our own experience and information 
“efrmed by the great experience of our correspondent) 
“tthe course condemned by the Master of the Rolls 
*€e ordinary, perhaps it may be said the almet invari. 

























able, practice, If solicitors have been guilty of negligence 
probably there will be few members of the equity bar who 
can exonerate themselves from the same charge. But is 
it not absurd to talk of negligence in reference to this 
matter? No doubt it would be more prudent to keep 
the legal estate out of the mortgagor, and no doubt also 
it would be more prudent upon every purchase to obtain 
statutory declarations by all the witnesses to all the ab- 
stracted deeds that such deeds were really executed by 
the parties. But legal business cannot be transacted on 
the assumption that “ the other side” is always a rogue ; 
and the very facts of the existence and long continuance of 
the practice condemned by the Master of the Rolls are 
sufficient proof that the “ imprudence ” of the mortgagees 
has not involved any substantial risk. Moreover, the 
very case in which the observations on which we have 
commented were made shows that in the ordinary mode 
of carrying out the transaction, the danger which the 
‘* prudent mortgagee” avoids does not arise. It is un- 
fortunate that the learned judge did not point out some 
alternative course which the ‘“ prudent mortgagee” 
should adopt, and to which the vendor and the mortgagor 
would be likely to consent. This, at least, was incum- 
bent upon him when condemning in such severe terms an 
every-day practice sanctioned by long usage. 











THE INCONVENIENCES caused to the subscribers to the 
Law Reports by the long delay which generally takes 
place between the decision of an important case and its 
appearance in the form of a report are supposed to be 
in a measure compensated for by the superior aceuracy 
of the reports as compared with those in more speedy, 
but less pretentious, publications. In particular, the 
subscribers have been allowed to believe that the judges 
carefully consider and revise their own judgments in 
print. A little matter, however, which occurred in the 
Court of Appeal a few weeks back tends to throw some 
doubt on the existence, or at any rate the efficacy, of 
this safeguard; and as a practical question of some 
importance is suggested by it, we shall not let 
our modesty prevent us from noticing it, although 
it was the Wxrxty Reporter that escaped the error 
into which the Law Reports fell after taking a 
few months for consideration. In the case of 
Norton v. Florence Land and Public Works Company, 
decided by the Master of the Rolls in November, 1877, 
reported in the Werxty Rerorrsr in December, 1877, 
(see 26 W. R. 123), and in the Zaw Reperts in March, 
1878 (L. R. 7 Ch. D. 332), the question before the court 
being whether certain bonds given by a company con- 
stituted a charge upon the property of the company or 
only a mere mouey debt, and the form of the bonds being 
that the company thereby “bound themselves, their 
successors, assigns, and all their estate, property, and 
effects,” the Master of the Rolls is reported in the Zaw 
Reports (at page 338) to have said, “'‘The words, ‘ estate, 
property, aud effects,’ themselves are common words of a 
bond.” This of course is not the case; the actual words 
of the Master of the Rolls were no doubt as given in the 
Weexty Rsronrer (page 124), ‘* With the exception of 
the words ‘estate, property, and effects’ it is a 
common form of a bond.” In the more recent 
case of In re The Florence Land and Pub. 
lic Works Company (Limited), Moors — case, 
reported in to-day’s issue of the Wesx ty Rerorrsr, it 
happened that while the Master of the Rolls was sitting 
in the Court of Appeal, an appeal was heard from Vice- 
Chancellor Hall on the construction of a bond or 
obligation of the same company and couched in the same 
words, The following extract from his lordship’s 
judgment will put the whole matter before our readers;— 
“In the first place, I wish to say this, without going 
through the case at all, that I adhere to every word | 
then said, except what [ am reported to have said in the 
top line of page 338 in the report of the case in the 
Law Reports, as to which there is a slip, whether made 
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by me, or by the reporter, I cannot say. I am reported 
to have said, ‘‘ The words ‘estate, property, and effects ’ 
are common words of a bond.” I ought to have said, 
and I think I intended to have said, the words “ them- 
selves, successors, and assigns,” and putting those words 
instead of the words ‘‘ estate, property, and effects,” you 
will find the judgment is consistent. With that correc- 
tion, I entirely adhere to what I then said.” 

Now the practical question to which we have said this 
circumstance gives rise is, Do the judges, or any of 
them, undertake carefully to revise their judgments in 
the Zaw Reports? If some of them do and some do 
not, then the subscribers to the Law Reports, and the 
profession generally, have a right to be informed which 
of the judges are in the habit of examining into the 
correctness of the reports of* their judgments. Advan- 
tage might be taken of the same opportunity to let the 
public know whether the judges are, in any case, 
allowed to alter their judgments? It is to be hoped 
that in no case is a judge allowed todoso. The law of 
the land is to be derived from judgments pronounced in 
open court, and not from the second thoughts of the 
judge's study. 





WE HAVE ALWAYS MAINTAINED that, in remedying the 
admitted evil of detaining untried prisoners too long in 
gaol, the authorities have gone to an unreasonable length 
in the other direction, and every day brings fresh proof 
of this in the complaints of sheriffs and jurors about the 
increasing burden which has been thrown upon them. 
The ground of fact in support of the four gaol deliveries 
in the year, when examined, seems to be this:—A large 
majority of prisoners are guilty; of those who are 
acquitted it would (according to the judges’ report) 
“ perhaps be too much to affirm that the majority are 
innocent”’; of the minority of really innocent prisoners, 
a small minority only are detained in prison unreasonably 
long; this minority of a minority might again be still 
further reduced by a freer use of the power of bailing 
prisoners in minor offences, and by re-arranging the 
times of holding the sessions. And it is for the sake of 
the ultimate residuum that the inconveniences to which 
we have referred are incurred! The alteration in 
the time for holding the usual circuit for the trial of 
civil and criminal business is a necessity if four equi- 
distant gaol deliveries are to be held in the year; but 
it has caused inconvenience both to solicitors and 
to the bar, and still more to the suitors in Middlesex, 
where a long list of actions is compelled to await the 
return of the learned judges from circuit. Of course, 
business will gradually adapt itself to the change; but 
there is certainly something absurd in the present con- 
trast of the light circuit papers and the heavy metro- 
politan lists. 


Pexuars THe THUNDER of the Queen’s Bench Division 
sounds jess terrific on the banks of the Wye than in 
Westminster Hall; at all events, the Hereford County 
Court Judge appears to be comparatively unappalled by 
it. He has proceeded to re-hear and determine the 
application of the defendants for leave to appeal in the 
case which gave rise to the recent observations, and 
(avoiding his ‘‘ stereotyped” reply) has expressed an 
opinion that his previous decision in the case was 
“ clearly right in law and in equity, and was in accordance 
with justice ;” and has held that it is not reasonable and 
proper that an appeal should be allowed. It would 
have been wiser to base the refusal on the small amount 
at stake in the case, but we imagine that Mr. J. W. 
Smith has at length succeeded in placing himself upon 
a rock out of reach of the flery darts of the Superior 
Courts, set in motion by those “oppressors of her Ma- 
jewty’s lieges,”” the railway companies, We cannot say 
we regret this result, for we should not be sorry to seo 
the disposition to refuse leave to appeal in omall cases 
rather more prevalent among county court judges. 


—<—<——= 
LEASES OF LIVE STOCK. 


Tue learned editors of the collections of precedents jn. 
conveyancing (although, we believe, in some cases, not 
unversed in agricultural knowledge) do not seem to haye 
contemplated the possibility of a lease of live stock, 
This may have arisen either from the rarity of such 
transactions, or from the great variations in the 
agreed upon by lessor and lessee in different parts of the 
country. Nevertheless, leases of live stock are amo; 
the most ancient known to our law, and that they are- 
still made is evident from the very recent case of Holm 
v. Brunskill (L. R. 3 Q. B. D. 495). 

The law as to the rights and liabilities of lessor ang 
lessee under a letting of live stock, where no expres 
stipulation is made, is laid down by Chief Baron Gilbert. 
(Bac. Abr. Lease, A. 7), in effect, as follows :—The lessee 
has only the use and profits of the cattle during the 
term, and is bound to re-deliver to the lessor all the cattle 
which survive the term. On the other hand, all the 
young produced during the term belong to the lessee, 
and the property in such of the cattle as die during the 
term vests in him; but if he kills, sells, or gives away 
the cattle leased during the term, he will be subject to 
an action of trespass. It is evident that these rules 
could not be very satisfactory in practice either to lessor 
or lessee. The lessor has only a possibility of property: 
in case the cattle survive the term, and the lessee is pro. 
hibited from feeding off, or selling or dealing with the: 
cattle as may be most expedient. 

It is not surprising, therefore, that the rights 
granted by express agreement have generally been 
very different from those implied by law in the ab.. 
sence of agreement. Thus in the case in Brooke 
(Abr. Lease, s. 23), in 1 Hen. 6, where it seems to 
have been first ‘‘admit clerement q home poet faire 
lease de ses beasts,”’ it is added that the lessee was to 
pay a certain rent for each one, and a fixed sum for each 
which should be lost; and both in the instance given by 
Madox (Formulare Anglicanum, p. 144) of a lease of a, 
manor and lands ‘‘cum uno tauro, XXX. vaccis preci 
cujuslibet viij. s.,” bearing date in the reign of Henry 
VI., and in the ancient lease of a large herd of cattle to 
be found in Cullum’s History of Hawstead (p. 226), the 
value of the cattle leased is stated in the lease, and the 
lessee covenants at the end of the term either to re-de- 
liver the cattle or their specified value, at the option of the 
lessor. Lessees may have rebelled against a form of lease 
which left them to bear all the chances of loss; at all 
events, in the next lease of animals which, after a long in-. 


changed in favour of the tenant. In Wood and Foster's 
case (1 Leon. 42), in 28th Elizabeth, the terms of a lease 
of sheep are given. ‘The sheep were leased with a farm 
by indenture, whereby it was agreed that the lessee 
should keep [back] ‘‘so much of the rent reserved upon 
the said lease to buy therewith so many catcle [sheep} 
over, #0 as the whole stock of the said sheep upon the 
said farm should amount to the number of 1,000; and 
the lessee covenanted to render to the lessor at the end 
of the term 1,000 sheep between two years shorn and 
four years shorn, Here, it will be observed, the flock 
is to be kept up, throughout the term, to the extent of 
the rent, at the cost of the lessor. ‘Travelling over 
another long space, and coming down to a very recent 
date, it is curious to find in Holme v. Brunskill (L. R. 8 
Q. B. D. 495) a form of agreement for letting a flock of 
sheep in the mountainous districts of Westmoreland some- 
what resembling the earliest form above referred to. Pro- 
visions appropriate to a lease are discarded, and a mere 
bond is entered into by the tenant and bondsman for 
securing payment of rent, and re-delivery at the end of 
the term of a like number, species, and quality of sheep to 
those let ; or, in case the flock should be deteriorated at 
the end of the tenancy, for payment of compensation to 
be ascertained by arbitration, 

‘Towards the close of the last contury considerable 





terval, we meet with in the reports, the terms have greatly’ 
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stention was drawn, in a series of settlement cases, to a 
; kind of lease of cattle prevalent in Dorsetshire, 
known as the lease of a dairy. It seems from AR. v. 
foluddle (4'T. R. 671) that tenants of farms in that 
qunty were in the habit of letting cows to dairymen, 
githe form of the contract was this: the dairyman 
iiso much a year for each cow, and in return took 
fe milk and calves of the cattle, looked after 
he cattle, and had a house on the farm, with the right 
i keep @ horse and pigs on the farm and to cut 
fl for his dairy. The.owner of the cattle under- 
ok to support and maintain them, and it was 
apressly stipulated that they should be allowed to 
ture at certain times in certain specified fields, and 
that at such times no other cattle should be depastured 
such fields. The form of this lease will be found in 
Burt v. Moore (6 T. R. 329), and the recent case of Z'ud- 
gy v. Sampson (30 L, T. 262) shows that this curious 
fom of combined lease and agistment still prevails. 








COSTS OF ADMINISTRATION ACTION 
THROWN ON LAPSED GIFTS. 


Taz question whether a lapsed gift of real or personal 
gtate is the primary fund for payment of the costs of an 
siministration action, in exoneration of the general 
nsidue, has given rise to decisions which are not easily 
reoncileable. 

Ina recent case ([e Jones’ Estate, Jones v. Caless, 27 
W. R. 108), it was contended, on the authority of Scott 
1. Cumberland (22 W. R. 840, L. R. 18 Eq. 578), that 
such costs ought to be thrown primarily upon a specific 
devise of real estate which had lapsed, but inasmuch as 
the testator had bequeathed his residuary personal estate 
“after payment of my just debts, funeral and testa- 
mentary expenses,” Malins, V.C., held that the costs 
were charged upon the personal estate, and that the 
ce cited did not apply. The Vice-Chancellor took the 
opportunity of explaining his previous decisions in Scott 
¥. Cumberland and Gowan v. Broughton (23 W. R. 332, 
L.R.19 Eq. 77), but we do not understand that he in 
ay way questioned the propriety of those decisions, or 
needed from the principle upon which they proceeded. 
Qn the contrary, we gather that he would have been dis- 
posed to follow Scott v. Cumberland if the testator had 
not charged the costs on his personal estate. In the last- 
mentioned case he decided that, in the absence of any con- 
tnry direction, a lapsed share of real estate was primarily 
lable for costs in exoneration of a valid bequest of 
wsiduary personalty, and he commented on Re 
Han’s Trust (2 Sim. N. S. 106), where costs were 
thrown upon specific legacies which lapsed into the 
teiduary estate, in the following words :—‘‘ Now, that 
is not real estate, but it is an instance of the same general 
nie that lapsed shares, whether real or personal, must 
txonerate the specifically devised property.” In Gowan 
¥. Broughton, where a bequest of the entire residuary 
tatate lapsed, the same judge held that the costs must be 
bome by the residuary estate in exoneration of 
specific legacies; and he also expressed an opinion 
that the general rule, applicable to both real and 
personal estate, was that acted upon by him 
in Scott v. Cumberland, and said he considered that 
it would be very inconvenient if there should be 
one rule as to real and another as to personal estate. 
Itappears doubtful, however, whether the rule thus 

down can be supported upon the authority of pre- 
Vous decisions, He Ham's Trust was a case of a 
Petition and not a suit, and the costs were really paid 
out of shares which fell into the residue, It is true that 
in Row v, Row (I. R. 7 Eq, 414) the costs were thrown 
“pon a lapsed sharo of real ostato; but there the 
Personalty was insufficiont to pay the costa, and there 
Was no residuary gift. And it should be observed that, 
ia that case, James, Ju.J. (then Vice-Chancellor), said, 

Here the whole real estate is vosted in trustecs, and 





the costs of the suit are costs incurred in the execution 

of the trusts. It is, therefore, in the power of the court 

to make an order throwing the costs on the undisposed 

of part of the trust estate, which it might not feel itself 
at liberty to do if the heir-at-law were here with a clear 
legal estate in property descended to him.” Moreover, 

in Eyre v. Marsden (4 M. & C. 231), although there 
was a charge of testamentary expenses on personal 

estate, Lord Cottenham, after carefully considering the 
authorities, laid down the rule as follows:—*‘ These 
cases seem to negative the proposition contended for by 
the respondents, and to establish, on the contrary, that,, 
where an intestacy as to part of the personal estate 
arises from the intention of the testator being defeated 
by the happening of some event or by operation of law, 

the part so falling to the next-of kin shall, in his hands, 
be subject to the same liability as to costs, and to no 
more than it would have been subject to if the gift had 
taken effect.” And there are passages in his judgment 

which justified the remark made in Maddison v. Pye (32 
Beay. 658) by Lord Romilly:— Zyre v. Marsden 

settles this: where real estate is disposed of in favour 
of several persons, and the suit is solely for the 
administration of the real estate, and some of the shares 
lapse, these shares are not to be made to bear the costs 

of the suit, but the costs are to be borne by the rea? 
estate generally, and the heir-at-law’s estate is not to 

bear all the costs.” A fortiori, it would appear that the 
general personal estate ought not to be exonerated at 
the expense of lapsed real estate; and, accordingly, we 
find Lord Selborne expressing himself in Harrison v. 
Harrison (L. R. 8 Ch. 345) as follows :—‘ We feel, how- 
ever, bound to say that, taking the order of the Master 
of the Rolls as referring only to English descended 
estates, and putting out of consideration the particular 
costs connected with the exercise by the heir of his 
election, it does not appear to us to be a true result 
either of principle or of the English authorities that the 
costs of the general administration of the personal estate 
would have been thrown on the real estate in favour of 
legatees, upon the principle of marshalling.” That was 
a case of descended real estate in Scotland, and was hel@ 
to be governed by Scotch law; but in Green v. Gascoyne 
(13 W. R. 371) it was held that the costs of a suit were 
not primarily payable out of void accumulations under 
the Thellusson Act, which lapsed to the heir-at-law. 

Coming, now, to more recent decisions, we find that 
three other judges of the Chancery Division have de- 
clined to recognize the rule laid down in Scott vr. Cum- 
berland and Gowan v. Broughton as applicable to personal 
estate. In Trethewy v. Helyar (L. R. 4 Ch. D. 53), 
where a gift of a share of residuary personal estate had 
lapsed, Jessel, M.R., held that the costs were payable 
out of the general residue, and not primarily out of the 
lapsed share ; and he laid down the principle (almost in 
the same words as those adopted by Lord Cottenham in 
Eyre v. Marsden) that, until the costs had been paid, it 
was impossible to ascertain the amount of the residue. 
That principle was subsequently acted upon by Bacon, 
V.C., in Fenton v. Wills (26 W. R. 139, L. R. 7 Ch. D. 
$3), and still more recently by Hall, V.C., in Blann v. 
Bell (26 W. R. 165, L. R. 7 Ch. D. 382). Tn the former 
case it was held that the costs were not primarily pay- 
able out of a lapsed share, either of a specitic legacy or 
of residuary personalty; while in the latter (where 
charitable gifts of real and impure personal residuary 
estate failed) Hall, V.C., said, ‘*I am of opinion that the 
rule of the court is not that stated in the case of Gowan 
v. Broughton, and, therefore, I hold that the costs must 
be paid out of the general estate not specifically be- 
queathed,” 

As regards real estate, the precise point has not re- 
cently been raised; and Jessel, MR, in Trethewy ¥. 
Helyar, said, “ T must, however, guard myself against. 
being supposed to assent to, or dissent from, Sooé? v. 
Cumberland, which had reference to real estate. 
Whenever that point arises I will consider it, At present 
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i am only deciding as to personal estate.” Having re- 
gerd, however, to the older authorities we have men- 
tioned, it seems doubtful whether the rule laid down in 
Scott v. Cumberland would be sanctioned by the Court 
eat Appeal. ; 





Recent Becistang. 


RIGHT OF EXECUTOR TO SET OFF AGAINST 
LEGACY, DEBT DUE FROM LEGATEE TO 
TESTATOR. 


(Re Hodgson, Hodgson v. Fox, V.C.H., 26 W. R. 38.) 


The right of an executor to retain a legacy in satisfac- 
#Gon of a debt due from the legatee to the testator is 
~gabject to an exception in cases where the legatee has 
become bankrupt iu the life of the testator. Here, as 
Lord Cottenham said in Cherry v. Boultbee (4 M. & Cr. 
442), “the bankruptcy of the debtor having taken place 
ia the lifetime of the testatrix, her executors never were 
-entitled to receive from the assignees more than the 
‘Gividends of the debt; and as the bankrupt never 
<btained his certificate, he was never entitled to receive 
his legacy; consequently there never was a time at 
“which the same person was entitled to receive the legacy 
and liable to pay the entire debt; and, therefore, the 
right of retaining a sufficient sum out of the legacy to 
pay the debt could never have vested in anyone.” But 
it was admitted that the executors might have retained 
‘the amount of the dividend on the debt if the testatrix 
had proved for the debt. The recent case resembles 
Cherry v. Boulthee in its circumstances to this extent, 
that the bankruptcy of the legatee had taken place in 
the lifetime of the testator; but no dividend had been 
declared in the bankruptey. Vice-Chancellor Hall held 
that under these circumstances the whole legacy must be 
paid to the trustee in bankruptcy. 








PRACTICE. : 
(Gilbert v. Endean, C.A., L. RB. 9 Ch. D. 259.) 

“This case has two points deserving notice with regard 
tee the practice of the court upon interlocutory motions. 

f¢ had been decided in previous cases that the court 
"had jurisdiction to enforce a compromise made by the 
parties of the matters in question in a suit upon an 
epplication in the suit itself. In the present case, after 
judgment had been given directing the defendant to do 
certain things without fixing a time, a compromise was 
acrived at; and the plaintiff afterwards, alleging the 
<ompromise to have been obtained by misrepresentation, 
moved in the action to enforce the judgment. The 
Master of the Rolls considered that a new action ought 
‘te have been brought to try the substantial new ques- 
tion between the parties. This view appears to throw 
great doubt upon Eden v. Naish (26 W. R. 592, L. RB. 
7% Ch. D. 781), so far as that case decided that a compro- 
mise of an action impeached upon its circumstances for 
fraud can be enforced upon motion in the action. 

Secondly, important observations were made with 
wegard to the admiesion of evidence on information and 
‘belief upon proceedings interlocutory in form, but by 
which the rights of parties are finally decided. “ What- 
-evex may be the form,” said Lord Justice Cotton, “in 
‘which questions to decide the rights of parties are brought 
wefore the court .. . the evidence must be regulated by 
the ordinary rules, and must be such as would be admis- 
@ible at the hearing of the cause.” 


EQUITABLE EXECUTION. 


(We Anglo-Italian Bank y. Davies, C.A., 27 W. it. 3, 
L. R. 9 Ch. D, 275). 


being justified both on th d that th 

ing ju on the ground that the 

of rg receiver itself constituted that delet polntaens 
tion which created the charge necessary to give the 
plaintiff an interest in the land, and also upon th, 
duty of the court to preserve the property, the subject 
of the suit, until trial. The first ground (which got rig 
of a considerable technical difficulty) seems to be per. 
fectly sound ; the court being enabled by the Judicatury 
Act to grant a receiver upon an interlocutory applica 
notwithstanding that such an order may be (as in the 
case of an action for equitable execution it is) the appro. 
priate and final relief to be granted at the trial. 

The further important question was discussed, but not 
decided, whether a judgment creditor ought not now to 
obtain 6 receiver upon application in his original action, 
without commencing a new action for the purpose. The 
Master of the Rolls expressed an inclination of opinion 
in favour of the regularity of the shorter process, 








Rebtews. 
CONVEYANCING. 


Primravux’s PrecEeDENTS IN CoNVEYANCING, WITH Disszr- 
TATIONS ON ITs LAW AND Practice. Ninth Edition, 
By Freperick Pripgavx and Jonn Wuircoms, 
Barristers-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


There seems to be no diminution in the care with which 
each successive edition of this standard work is edited, 
The cases in the present edition are brought down to a very 
recent date, and the more important are, as usual, passed 
in review. Thus, we are glad to observe in the addendaa 
very decided expression of opinion that the decision of 
Malins, V.C., in Bolton v. School Board of London (26 
W. R. 549) was wrong. Let us hope that some one will 
be encouraged by this opinion to obtain the decision of 
another judge on the important point raised in that case, 
As regards the precedents, there are a few additions made 
to most of the heads. Thus, under “ Agreements,” we 
have an additional precedent of an agreement for sale bya 
tenant for life and remainderman, and two new forms 
are given under the head of Mortgages. We rather 
regret to see that so little has been done in the way of 
addition to the forms of leases; we have complained 
before of the meagreness of this part of the work, and 
we hoped that opportunity would have been taken to 
remedy this defect. The main changes in this edition 
are under the head of Bills of Sale. The pre- 
liminary dissertation has been re-written, and will be 
found an exceedingly valuable commentary on the 
new Act. The authors advise that since, as between 
several bills of sale, the date of registration will now de- 
termine the priority, “it will be prudent for a person 
lending money on a bill of sale to retain his control over 
his money until the deed has been presented to the 
registrar.” They also draw attention to the circum- 
stance that the enactments as to fixtures omit all 
mention of fixtures when assigned or charged in con- 
nection with copyhold land or buildings, but they are of 
opinion that the new provisions will apply to that case, 
As to the attornment clause, the conclusion they arrive at 
is the same that we suggested ante, p. 167—viz., that the 
practice of inserting the clause will not be affected by 
the new enactment. The precedents of bills of sale have 
been altered and reconstructed, 





DIARIES AND DIREOTORIES. 

Tue Mowicrrat Conronations’ Companion, Drany, Dimec 
Tory, and Year Boox ov Sraristice.vor 1879. Edited 
by J. R, Somens Vine. Waterlow & Sons. 

This is a very complete guide to the municipal cot+ 

a nrypod of the country, and, in cases within our know- 

ge. ae to which we have tested it, we have found it 





very accurate, It contains a great variety of informa 
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—_— 
fin telating to the charters, government, finances, 
institutions, and other matters connected 
qi the municipal towns of England and Wales, 
qith the names of the borough magistrates, aldermen, 
town councillors, and officers, A list is also given of 
vosts and town elerks of Scotland and the mayors 


and. town clerks of Ireland. 














Juz County Companion, Diary, Statistica Curonicts, 
anp MacisTERIaAL AND OrricraL Directory ror 1879. 
Compiled and edited by J. R. Somers Vinz. Water- 
low & Sons (Limited), 

This work fills the place) with regard to county 
gdministration which that above reviewed occupies with 
to borough administration. Under the head of 

each county there are given, in addition to the ordinary 
statistics and information to be found in directories, 
lists of the magistrates, the chief county officials, petty 
sessional divisions, urban and rural sanitary authorities, 
school boards, and militia and volunter force ; and these 
ate followed by lists of the prisons, reformatories, in- 
dustrial schools, chambers of commerce and of agri- 
culture, and of the burial boards of England and Wales. 
























Warrertow Brotuers AND Layton’s Lecat Diary AnD 
Atmanack ror 1879. Edited by H. Atan Scort, 
Barrister-at-Law. Waterlow Brothers & Layton. 


This diary contains a list of barristers practising in 
Iondon, and of London and country solicitors, very com- 
plete information as to legal officials and public offices, 
tables of old and present stamp duties, and the other 
usual contents of these publications, with a diary on 
good paper; and the work is issued at a very cheap rate. 



















General Correspondence. 


4 WARNING TO MORTGAGEES’ SOLICITORS, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir—“* Downs afterwards got the defendants to 
advance money wherewith to buy the property, and the 
defendants unluckily did what no prudent mortgagees 
should ever allow to be done—namely, allowed the then 
owner of the estate to convey to Downs and then took a 
mortgage from him.” 

“As I have said before, a mortgagee should never 
allow the legal estate to get into his mortgagor’s posses- 
sion,” 

Such is the judicial expression of the opinion of a 
leared judge, to be found in the recent case of 
The General Finance Company v. The Liberator Build- 
ing Society (27 W. R. 210), and also, in precisely similar 
terms, in the January number of the Law Reports. 

It will be gathered from the extract, and is stated in 
the report, that the defendant's solicitor followed the 
practice usually adopted. The intending purchaser 
applied for a loan to enable him to purchase, and the 
two transactions were completed together by the execu- 
tion of the conveyance to the mortgagor and of the mort- 
gage by him to the mortgagee. 

The Master of the Rolls has, however, thought fit to 
condemn what was done in terms which, whatever else 

may mean, can hardly be construed otherwise than 
& meaning that he considered the mortgagee’s solicitor 
guilty of gross negligence. 

Although it does not so appear, I suppose the Master 
ef the Rolls must have intended to confine his observa- 
tions to the case of a simultaneous purchase and mort- 
88ge; for the concluding sentence of the extract is too 
obviously absurd if considered as applicable to the great 
majority of mortgage transactions. Generally it is the 
duty of the mortgagee’s solicitor to satiety himself of the 
dact that the mortgagor haa the legal estate. 

I will, therefore, limit my remarks to the considera- 



































tion of the transaction in question in the case before 
his lordship. 

The Master of the Rolls, though he condemns what 
was done, does not suggest any other mode of effectuat- 
ing the transaction. It would not be easy to do so, 
Two other courses only could, I think, be proposed. 

The first, to include the conveyance ard mortgage in 
one deed ; the conveyance being made to the mortgagee 
by direction of the mortgagor; and the instrument con- 
taining the powers and provisions incident to the mort- 
gage as well as those relating to the purchase. 

I, for a vendor, should distinctly decline to peruse, or 
allow him to execute, such a deed; and I cannot imagine 
that he would be bound to execute it. It would, more- 
over, disclose the purchaser’s pecuniary arrangements to 
the vendor, which most purchasers would object to do. 

The second plan would be to take the conveyance to 
the mortgagee, by direction of the mortgagor, and to 
insert in a separate deed the powers and provisions of the 
mortgage. This I consider a cumbrous arrangement, 
requiring in all subsequent transactions recitals of the 
two deeds, and imposing the constant necessity of refer- 
ence to both to ascertain tke rights of the parties ; whilst 
the conveyance, if drawn with any regard for the truth, 
would necessarily disclose to the vendor the purchaser's 
pecuniary arrangements, 

Further, Ido not see how the usual absolute cove- 
nants for title could be obtained from the mortgagor 
whichever of the two plans were adopted. 

Again, if onerous covenants were required from the 
person to whom the legal estate was conveyed—as, for 
instance, where the property purchased was leasehold or 
subject to stipulations as regarded buildings or other- 
wise—liabilities would be incurred which ‘‘ no prudent 
mortgagee” would undertake, and from which his 
solicitor generally protects him. 

These, and other reasons which I might urge, did I 
not fear to make my letter too long, will, I think, 
show that the course now usually followed by the pro- 
fession was adopted for good reasons applicable to all 
cases, and from necessity in many. 

What, on the other hand, is the risk for incurring 
which the mortgagee’s solicitor is condemned by the 
Master of the Rolls ? It is, to use his lordship’s words, 
that “for a moment the legal estate was allowed to be in 
Downs.” 

If this were any other than a judicial remark, it 
would, I think, scarcely require serious notice. 

It means that the mortgagor may be a very fraudu- 
lent person ; he may have previously executed some deed 
purporting to deal with that which, till he bought it, 
was another man’s property; and then, under 
some wonderful ancient doctrine of estoppel, the 
mortgagee (whose transaction arose out of and was 
simultaneous with the purchase, and clearly contemplated 
the instant conveyance to him for value of the very 
legal estate obtained from the vendor, and who actually 
obtains the genuine deeds) may lose his money. I for 
one do not think he would, and fancy the loss would 
fall on the unfortunate holder of the forged deeds. 

But if it were otherwise, surely we should not treat 
all mortgagors as rogves, but must set off obvious 
convenience in all such transactions, and necessity in 
many, against the almost infinitesimal chances of such 
a fraud being committed and succeeding, which it did 
not do in the case before the Master of the Rolls. 

Nay, further, the transaction in question was, of all 
mortgage transactions, the one in which such a danger 
was reduced to the minimum; and if the Master of the 
Rolls means, as I suppose he does, that such danger at 
its minimum is a serious one, which ‘‘no pradent 
mortgagee” should encounter, how astonishingly im- 
prudent must he be who takes a mortgage from the 
awner of an estate, or from any other person in whom 
the legal estate in the mortgaged property has for any 
length of time been vested ! 

The truth is the profession must carry out the 
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business committed to it in that mode which experience 
shows to be most convenient and fittest, just as all other 
business is carried out by all other men of business, and, 
all due care'being taken within the limits allowed by 


common sense and convenience, the percentage of risk 


arising from fraud or forgery must be endured. I have 
sufficient belief in the general honesty of my fellow 
creatures to think such risk of very little moment as 
against the cost and inconvenience which the adoption 
of unusual courses would, even where practicable, entail. 

If by any chance this letter should receive the notice 


of the Master of the Rolls, I would ask him to believe 


that it is written by one who is fully sensible of the great 
qualities which entitle him to the admiration and esteem 
of the profession; and I would also ask him to believe 
that solicitors find their duties and responsibilities 
sufficiently onerous without being harassed by hasty 
judicial condemnation of their conduct in following 
practices sanctioned by long experience. aa 





DISPENSING ORDERS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—A large majority of the members present at a 
meeting of the Law Students’ Debating Society, held on 
the 7th inst., at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, were 
in favour of the motion which I brought before the 
society, viz., ‘That the present system of granting 
‘ Dispensing Orders’ is highly injurious.” 

As this subject has, from time to time, been largely 
discussed, and has interested the profession not a little, 
your readers may perhaps like to know the prevailing 
view at the above meeting. Owing to the late hour the 
debate was adjourned, to be resumed at an early date. 

It is hoped that some resolutions on this subject 
will shortly be brought to the notice of the Council of 
the Incorporated Law Society. 

I will not burden you with many comments, as I feel 
that they would be superfluous after the marked expres- 
sions of disapproval which the profession has given to 
these orders, and the unanimous opinion of the meeting 
of the Incorporated Law Society, held at Manchester, in 
October last, that the powers now vested in the judges 
under the 11th section of the Solicitors Act of 1877 
should be transferred to the Incorporated Law Society, in 
order that some care and rigour might be exercised in 
granting exemptions. 

If these exemptions be continued on the same scale 
as between 1st October, 1877, and October, 1878, when 
no less than eighty-two persons were allowed to dispense 
with the preliminary examination (the number is now 
very much on the increase), it is to be feared that a 
solicitor will no longer be looked upon as necessarily 

an educated man, and it will be hopeless for solicitors to 
claim from the benchers of the Inns of Court similar 
facilities for becoming barristers as have been extended to 
barristers desirous to become solicitors. 
. Cuartes J, MacCota. 





A PRACTICAL YOUNG SOLICITOR. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—You may like to note the following, from the 
Echo of Monday last, as a curiosity in the way of a 
Solicitor’s advertisement :—* Will any person (requiring 
legal assistance or not) make a temporary advance to 
& practical young solicitor? Advantageous terms.— 
Lex, Echo Office,” 





By the elevation of Sir James Fitzjames Stephen to the 
bench @ vacancy is created in the office of standing counsel 
of the Cambridge University. The new judge was appoiated 
one of the University counsel im 1872; his colleague is 
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TAXATION OF COSTS AFTER MORE THAN 
TWELVE MONTHS. 


In a case of Watson v. Rodwell, Before the Court of Appeal 
on the 11th inst., the action was bronght by a client agains, 
her solicitor in March, 1876, seeking an account of m 
received by him on her behalf. The defendant, tho 
admitting the plaintif’s right to an cacount, insisted that 
there should be a direction not to disturb an account which 
had been settled between him and the plaintiff in May, 1874, 
and that certain bills of costs which were paid by means of 
that settlement should not be taxed or opened. In the 
account in question the defendant had taken credit for 
£513 in respect of costs due to him by the plaintiff herself. 
and £345 in respect of costs due to him by some other 
clients, and which the plaintiff had agreed to pay. The 
plaintiff was a widow, and the defendant had acted as her 
solicitor in a suit instituted by her for the administration of 
her husband’s estate, as well as in another similar spit 
instituted by some persons named Woodman, who had raise? 
claims under the husband’s will adverse to the widow, 
Ultimately a compromise of their claims was agreed upon, 
one term of it being that the widow should pay the costs 
of all the parties of and incidental to both the suits and the. 
compromise. Though all the parties were sui juris (with 
the exception of two of them who were bankrupts, and whose 
estates the court had no power to bind), a petition was: 
presented to obtain the sanction of the court to the compro- 
mise, and this sanction was given. A deed of compromise 
was prepared and executed, by which the widow covenanted 
with the other parties to pay their costs of the suit. No 
amount was mentioned. Malins, V.C., directed a references 
of the defendant’s bill of costs for taxation, notwithstanding 
more than twelve months had elapsed since the settlement 
of the account (vide L. R.7 Ch. D. 625), and this decision 
was affirmed by the Court of Appeal (James, Baggallay, and’ 
Thesiger, L.JJ.). James, L.J., who delivered the judgment 
of the court, said that in terms and legal effect the covenant 
of the widow in the deed of compromise was a covenant with 
the several covenantees to pay their costs, but in intention 
and practical effect it was an obligation by her to discharge 
all the solicitor’s bills of costs against all the parties in 
respect of anything that he had ever done, said, or written 
to or for every one of the parties in any way in respect of 
the testator’s estate. The defendant being her solicitor, and 
she having no other advice or assistance, took from her au 
obligation to pay all these costs, without any information as 
to the amount, or probable amount, or as to how they had 
been incurred, He claimed under it to retain hundreds of 
pounds of her money. It might just as well have been so 
many thousands. He might have had a dozen interviews 
where he had had one, he might have written a dozen letters 
where he had written one, and have multiplied indefinitely 
cases, opinions, conferences, and consultations. It was out 
of the question that a solicitor could be allowed to avail 
himself against an unprotected client, a lady of advanced 
years, of a demand so obtained. The settlement of accounts 
was based upon this deed, and it was obvious that a settled’ 
account so based could not stand. A good deal of argument 
had been addressed to the court as to the opportunity 
the plaintiff had of taxing the bill, and on the point 
that there was no sufficient allegation or proof of error ia 
the settled account, or of overcharge in the costs, to en- 
title her to have the account opened or the bill taxed. The 
case, however, did not depend on opening settled accounts 
for error alleged and proved, or on the taxation of bills 
after payment. No settlement, no payment, no taxation 
would have been of any avail between a solicitor who had 
got his client bound by such an obligation, unless and until 
she had the fullest information and independent legal advice 
as to that obligation, and as to all the circumstances in 
which he had continued to multiply and accumulate costs 
against her. The Vice-Chancellor was of opinion that the 
mere aspect of the bills was sufficient to justify opening the 
whole matter, and, if it were necessary,} their lordships 
would say that they were not prepared to dissent from 
him. The amount of costs, the booty which had beer 
carried off from a small estate without the slightest benefit 
to any human being except the professional man, shocked 
one’s conscience, and induced one to say, res ipsa loguitur. 
The appeal was accordingly diamissed, with costs, 

On the 14th inst., James, L.J., referring to the 





Mr, G. W. Hemming, M.A., QC. 


mode in which costs are often multiplied in adminis- 
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ration actions, said that he had been informed by the 
‘Master of the Rolls that the practice in his chambers is to 
fx at the commencement of the proceedings whe should 
be entitled to attend them at the cost of the estate. 
The Lord Justice expressed his approval of this practice, 
and bis wish that it might be adopted in all the branches 
of the Chhancery Division. 


Cases of the deck. 





Luxacy—Costs oF Inquistrrion—Dszatu oF Lunatic— 
Jonacy ReGuLation Act, 1862, s. 11.—In a case of In re 
Meares, before the Court of Appeal on the 11th inst., a 
nestion arose as to the jurisdiction of the court ia lunacy 
ander section 11 of the Lunacy Regulation Act of 1862. An 
oder had been made upon a petition in the usual way for an 
inquiry into the state of mind of a lady who was alleged to 
bea lunatic. An inquisition was keld under the order, and 
the lady was found to be of unsound mind. Before any 
appointment could be made of a committee of her person and 
estate she died. She had made a will before she became of 
unsound mind, and this will was after her death proved by 

her executor. She had bequeathed all her property, after 
ent of her debts and funeral and testamentary expenses, 
toa legatee who had predeceased her, so that her property 
became divisible among her next of kin. ‘The original 
petitioner presented a second petition, asking that the costs, 
charges, and expenses of and incidental to the petition for 
inquiry and of the — uisition and consequent thereon, and the 
costs of all parties of and incidental to the second petition, 
wight be taxed, as between solicitor and client, and might 
be ordered to be paid by the executor out of the lunatic’s 
estate. The executor was the only respondent to the petition. 
No part of the property of the deceased lunatic was under 
the control of the court. Section 11 of the Lunacy Regula- 
tion Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 86), provides that the Court 
of Lunacy may ‘‘ order the costs, charges, and expenses of 
and incidental to the presentation of any petition for 
8 commission in the nature of a writ de lunatico 
inguirendo, or for any order of inquiry under the 
Iunacy Regulation Act, 1853, and of and _ inci- 
dental to the prosecution of any inquiry, inquisition, 
isme, traverse, or other proceedings consequent upon 
such commission or order, to be paid, either by the party 
or parties who shall have presented such petition, or by 
the party or parties opposing such petition, or out of the 
estate of the alleged lunatic, or partly in one way and 
partly in another” as the court shall in each case think 
proper. In support of the petition reliance was placed on 
the case of In ve C. (28 W. R. 877, L. R. 10 Ch. 75), in 
‘which, an inquiry baving been directed into the state of 
mind of an alleged Iunatio, and the jury having found that 
he was of sound mind, a petition was presented asking 
that the alleged lunatic might be ordered to pay the costs 
of the proceedings in lunacy and of the inquiry, and the 
court made an order that the costs should be paid ont of 
the estate of the alleged Iunatic. But James, L.J., said 
he gave no opinion as to the manner in which the 
“order could be enforced. On behalf of the executor, it was 
urged that, the lunatic being dead and there being no fund 
in court, there was no jurisdiction to interfere in the ad- 
ministration of the estate. The court (James and Bag- 
gallay, L.JJ.) wore of opinion that the costs of the firat 
petition and of the inquiry had been properly incurred, 
~and they made an order containing merely a declaration 
to that effect and that these costs, together with the 
Costs of the second petition, onght to be paid out of the 
estate in a due course of administration. 


Jurispicrion—Setring Asipe JUDGMENT OBTAINED BY 
UD.—In a case of Flower v. Lloyd, before the Court of 
Appeal on the 11th ‘inst., the question arose whether an 
action could be sustained to set aside the jadgment which 
had been obtained in a former action between the same 
parties, on the ground that it had been obtained by means 
Of the fraud of the successful party. ‘The original action 
Was brought to restrain the defendants from infringing the 
| gar patent, and at the trial Bacon, V.C., decided in 
‘favour of the plaintiffs and granted an injunction against 


the defendants. On appeal this decision was reversed, and 
the action was dismissed with costs. On the hearing of that 
appeal the Court of Appeal appointed inspectors to inspect 
the process employed by the defendants, and to report to the 
court, and, upon their report and the other evidence, the 
court came to the conclusion that there had been no infringe- 
ment of the plaintiffs’ patent. After this judgment had been 
given, the plaintiffs commenced a second action against the 
defendants to set aside the judgment given by the Court of 
Appeal in the first action, on the ground that the plaintiffs 
had since discovered that the defendants had fraudulently 
concealed a material part of their process from the inspectors. 
Bacon, V.C., came to the conclusion that the alleged fraud 
had been proved, and, though he held that he could not set 
aside the judgment of the Court of Appeal, he granted an 
injunction restraining the defendants from acting upon it. 
The defendants appealed, and the Court of Appeal (James, 
Baggallay, and Thesiger, L.JJ.) differing from the Vice- 
Chancellor, held that the defendants had not been guilty of 
any fraud, and accordingly dismissed the second action. But 
James, L.J. (expressing the view of himself and Thesiger, 
L.J.) added that there was a very important question whether, 
assuming that the alleged falsehood and fraud had been 
substantiated, such an action was sustainable. That question 
would require very grave consideration indeed before it could 
be answered in the affirmative. Where was litigation to 
end if a judgment obtained in an action fought out adversely 
between two litigants sui juris and at arm’s length could 
be set aside by a fresh action on the ground that perjury had 
been committed in the first action, or that false answers had 
been given to interrogatories, or a misleading production of 
documents, or of a machine, or of a process had beer given ? 
There.were hundreds of actions tried every year in which 
the evidence was irreconcilably conflicting, and must be, on 
the one side or the other, wilfully and corruptly perjured. 
If the plaintiffs in the present case had sustained on this 
appeal the judgment in their favour, the defendants, ia their 
turn, might have brought a fresh action to set that judgment 
aside on the ground of perjury of the principal witness and 
subornation of perjury, and so the parties might go on 
alternatively ad infinitum. There was no distinction in 
principle between the old common law action and the old 
chancery suit, and the court ought to pause long before it 
established a precedent which would or might make in 
numberless cases judgments supposed to be final only the 
commencement of a new series of actions, Perjuries, false- 
hoods, frauds, when detected, must be punished severely; but, 
in their desire to prevent litigants from obtaining any 
benefit from such foul means, the court must not forget the 
evils which might arise from opening such new sources of 
litigation, among such evils not the least being thot it would 
be certain to multiply indefinitely the mass of these very 
perjuries, falsehoods, and frauds. Baggallay, L.J., however, 
said that while he was fully sensible ot the evils and incon- 
veniences which must arise from reopening what were 
apparently final judgments between litigant parties, he 
desired to reserve to himself an opportunity of fully con- 
sidering the question how, having regard to general 
principles and authority, it would be proper to deal with 
cases, if and when any such should arise, in which it should 
be clearly proved that a judgment had been obtained by the 
fraud of one of the parties, which judgment, but for the 
fraud, would have been in favour of the other party. He 
should much regret to find himself compelled to hold that 
tho court had no power to deprive the successful buat 
fraudulent party of the advantages which he had obtained by 
his fraud. 





Orper or Hearing Appsats From Cowmon Law Drvt- 
stons,—On the 13th inst., upon an application being made 
to the Court of Appeal to fix a day for the hearing of an 
appeal from one of the common law divisions, Bramwell, 
L.J., took occasion to state that a new arrangement is about 
to be made with regard to the hearing of the appeals from 
those divisions. In future the appeals are to be beard 
in the order of their date, without regard to the division from 
which they came, As our readers are aware, the practice 
hitherto has been to have a separate list of appeals from 
each of the three divisions, and to exhaust one list (beginning 
with the Queen's Bench) before going to another. This 
practice has been found to be productive of great hardship, 
inasmuch as.an appeal—ey., from the Queen's Bench Division 
only just set down—might be disposed of be'ore an appeal 
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from the Exchequer Division which had been waiting for a 
year or more. Attention has recently been directed to this 
inconvenience, and it is satisfactory tu know that it is about 
to be remedied. 





ComPpaNny—WInpDiING up—PETITION BY CoNTRIBUTORY— 
Amount oF PgtiTIoNEeR’s InTEREST.—In a case of Jn re 
The Sceptre Insurance Company, before the C..urt of Appeal 
on the 13th inst.,an appeal was brought from the refusal 
of Bacon, V.C., to make an order for the winding up of the 
company. The petitioner was a shareholder in the company, 
a limited one, bolding fifty shares of £1 exch, on which 10s. 
per share, é.e., £25, had been paid up, his remaining liability 
being therefore £25. No creditor and no other shareholder 
supported the petition. It was admitted hy the petitioner’s 
counsel as the result of the evidence that, if a winding-up 
order was made, the whole of the petitioner’s £25 would be 
called for. Under these circumstances the court (James, 
Baggallay, and Bramwell, L.JJ.) held that the petitioner had 
no substantial interest in the matter, and was not entitled to 
present the petition. James, L.J., said that in such a case 
the time of the court ougbt not to be wasted in hearing 
evidence for the mere purpose of determining whether the 
petitioner's solicitor was to have costs. A shareholder onght 
not to petition fur the winding up of a company unless 
either he had himself a substantial in‘erest, or represented 
a body of shareholders who had such an interest. The 
appeal was accordingly dismissed. 
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Witt—‘“ Executorsuir Expenses’ —Practice—Costs 
—Onrper or CoursE— PARTIES HAVING LIBERTY TO ATTEND 
—Cons. Orp. 40, x. 283—Ruxes or Court (Costs), 1875, Rr. 
21.—In the case of Sharp v. Lush, beard on further considera- 
tion by the Master of the Rolls on the 13th inst., a question 
was raised as to what was covered by the term “ executorship 
expenses.” The Master of the Rolls was of opinion that 
the term was at all events equivalent to, if not larger than, 
that of “testamentary expenses.”” A question also arose 
as to the right of parties to their costs out of the estate 
where they were served with the decree and bad obtained 
liberty to attend under the common order of course. The 
Master of the Rolls said that the invariable practice in his 
chambers was not to allow such costs as a matter of course, 
but that certain persons only to represent the difftrent in- 
terests were fixed upon, and those persons only had the right to 
have their costs out of the estate. It was stated that this 
‘was not the practice in the other branches of the Division, 
but bis lordship said if this were not so any other practice 
was certainly most vicious and likely to lead to many estates 
being squendered in costs. In his opinion there was no 
more important duty on the part of a judge in the 
Chancery Division than that of holding a careful control 
-_ costs where numbers of parties attended the taking of 
orders. 


Primary anp Seconpary Security—Locxe Kino’s 
Act—17 & 18 Vict. c. 1183-40 & 41 Vicr. c, 34— 
Mortcace To Bankers oy Reatty anp PeRsonaLty— 
Renninc Account—Cnance or Secunritigs—Mopde oF 
Parmest oy Mortcace Dest.—In a special case of 
Leonino v. Leonino, before the Master of the Rolls on the 
13th inst., a question arose as to how a mortgage debt of 
£28,625, due by the testator to his bankers, was to be 
borne. In February, 1876, a large sum was due, and the 
testator bad deposited various stocks and shares as 
security for the same with them, The amount continued 
to run on until the testator’s death, and was sometimes 
increased on the deposit of other securities and at times 
decreased by the sale of some of those previously deposited. 
In Mareb, 1876, the title-deeds of certain freeholds were 
handed to the bavkers as security for a large advance 
then made, and a memorandum of deposit was signed by 
the tester. Subsequently the title s of other free- 
hold and leasebold properties were deposited with the 
bankers to secure further advances. At the time of the 
testator’s death, the bankers held the above-mentioned 
title deeds, and aleo various shares and stocke, which bad 
been previously deposited with them, the total value 
being about £57,000, The above mentioned real and 
leasehold properties were all specifically devised by the 
will of the testator, and the question was argued as 


whether Looke King’s Act applied, or whether there wa, 
a primary and secondary security, and whether the’ rea) 
property ought not to be first exhausted in paying: 14, 
debt due to the banker before the other 

touched. A similar question arose last year in’ i) 
v. Mason (26 W. R. 260, L.“R. 7 Ch. D. 655) ; but the: 
property was there all comprised in one mortgage, and dig 
not, as above, form part of a ranning account and 8 running 
mortgage. Vice-Chancellor Hall then decided that th, 
mortgage debt must be borne rateably by the differey 
properties. A different decision was come to by Vic, 
Chancellor Malins in Lipscomb v. Lipscomb (18 W. R, %2, 
L. R. 7 Eq. 501), and by Vice-Chancellor Wickens jy 
De Rochefort v. Dawes (L. R. 12 Bq. 540), but ty 
Master of the Rolls considered these cases were deg 
as questions of construction of particular instruments; ay 
were, therefore, not binding in law. He Considered thy, 
although, as stated by Lord Eldon in Marquis of Buty, 
Cunynghame (2 Russ. 275), there might bea: 

and a secondary security created by the mortgage; aij) 
that, in the above case, it was quite plain there were on), 
in effect, one loan and one security, and that the testator, oy 
the facts, must be taken to have intended the 

debt to be borne rateably by all the properties; and hy 
should so decide. The circumstances were quite sufficient 
to show “a contrary intention” so as to take the case out 
of Locke King’s Act. 





Sucteties. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY, 


This society met as usual at the Law Institution, Chancery. 
lane, on Tuesday evening last, the 14th inst., Mr. J. W, 
Mills in the chair. The question appointed for the debate 
was, ‘*Is the adoption of the caucus system desirable?” Mr, 
G. H. Radford, LL.D., opened the discussion and supported 
the affirmative ; he was opposed by Mr. F. D, William, 
who maintained the negative. The debate was then 6 
and several members addressed the society. At the close of 
the discussion the opener replied, and, on the question 
being put to the meeting, it was decided in the negative, 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY, 


The above society resumed its meetings after the Christ. 
mas vacation on Wednesday last, at Clement’s-inn 
Strand. The secretary (Mr. E. H. Quicke) of the com 
mittee appointed to consider the subject of legal education 
read their report, which was adopted by the society. A 
discussion, opened by Mr. Pickersgill, on the subject of 
the report, ensued, in which Messrs, Saw, Parsons, Owen, 
Hickson, Kelke, and Rubinstein joined, and was sustained 
till a late hour. The report will shortly be published, 
The Solicitor-General is to preside at the annual inaugaral 
meeting of the society On Wednesday next, when the fol- 
lowing gentlemen have also consented to be present and 
to take part in the proceedings :—Mr. Serjeant Parry, Mr. 
J. Morgan Howard, Q.C., Mr. Montague H. Cookson, Q.C,, 
Mr. E. Clarke, Mr, F. H. Janson, Mr. Grinham Keen, snd 
Mr. B. G. Lake, A‘!l members of the legal profession are 
invited to attend. The chair will be taken at Clement's 
inn Hall, Strand, at 8 p.m. precisely. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The 32nd annual meeting and dinner of this society was 
held on Monday evening, January 13th, at the Midland 
Hotel, New-street, Birmingham. Sir H. M. Jackson, 
Bart., Q.C., M.P., presided, and there was large attend- 
ance of bartisters, solicitors, and law students. The 
report of the committee for the past year was read by Mr. 
J, Hargreave (the honorary secretary), and stated that the 
year bad been marked by a great increase in the prosperity, 
numbers, and vigour of the society; and every under- 
taking had been attended with unprecedented success. 
Thirty ordinary members had joined the society during 
the year, as ugainst no loss of eighteen, thirteen of whom, 
however, had become honorary members in consequence 





between the specific devisees and the residuary legatees 





their baving beeu admitted solicitors, There had been, 
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a 
therefore, & net increase of twelve in the number of ordi- 
members, and the books now showed a total of 
eighty-four ae against seventy-two at the beginning of the 
yer. Twenty-three honorary members had joined the 
peioty during the year, but twenty-eight had resigned, 
the mejority in -conesegence of being asked for their eub- 
griptions, and the remainder had left the neighbourhood. 
There was, therefore, a decrease of five in tha number of 
members, the books showing a total of 225, as 
t 230, at the close of the Jast year. The loss of so 
my honorary members under these circumstances was, 
inthe opinion of the:committee, no cause for alarm, Nine- 
tgenordinary meetings had been held during the past year, 
aod one special meeting. Two courses of lectures bad 
heen delivered, the first: consisting of ten lectures, the 
»geoond of eight. The average: attendance at the ordinary 
meetings during the spring session was twenty-six, during 
(heautum n session twenty, being a total average for the 
/year of twenty-three, a great improvement on past years. 
discussions held at the ordinary meetings had 
been very well sustained, the average number of 
ers at each debate being nine, eighteen moot points 
had been discussed, the majority consisting of a purely legal 
ebaracter. The committee had, on behalf of the society, to 
ress their sincere thanks to N. Nathan, Esq., and 
Hugo J. Young, Esq., for courses of lectures delivered by 


‘each of them gratuitously. At the conclusion of his course 


Mr, Nathan held an examination, and two prizes of books, 
of the value of £10 and £2 respectively, were awarded—the 
first to Mr. C. Crosskey, and the second to Mr. J. Hargreave. 
Mr. Young also held an examination at the close of his 
lectures, and two prizes of books, of the value of £3 and 
£2 respectively, were awarded—the first to Mr. A. J. 
O'Connor, and the second to Mr. J. Hargreave. The results 
of the two courses of lectures showed that were a scheme of 
continuous courses of lectures brought into operation its 
guocess would undoubtedly be assured as far as the students 
were concerned, and the committee hoped that every effort 
would be made to bring about this important end. The 
report stated that the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Chfford’s-inn bad been awarded to Mr. G. H. Pugh, an 
ordinary member of the society, at the examination held in 
list Eister sittings, this being the second year in succession 
inwhich that distinction had been gained by members of 
the society. The gold medal of the Birmingham In- 
corporated Law Society had been awarded to Mr. A. A, 
Baker, a prizeman at the final examination in Trinity 
Term, 1877. In conclusion, the report mentioned that 
the library of the society was in a most satisfactory 
¢ondition. 

The treasurer’s report for the past year stated that the 
cash in hand at the commencement of the year amounted to 
£13 18s. 2d, and there had since been received in sub- 
sriptions from honorary and ordinary members £94 5s. 9d., 
of which the sum of £50 2s, 6d. had been received from 
honorary members, and £44 8s. 3d. from ordinary members. 
The disbursements for the purposes of the society during 
the year had amounted to £60 10s, 2d., leaving a 
balance now in hand of £48 3s. 5d. The income for the 
past year, as compared with that of the year 1877, showed 
an increase of £19 3s. 4d. The balance in hand exceeded 
that at the commencement cf the year by £34 5s. 3d. 

The reports having been adopted, it was announced that 
the following gentlemen had been elected to serve on the 
Committee for the ensuing year :—Ho members 
Messrs. A. A. Baker, A. Canning, and H. Parish. 
Ordinary members—Mesers. J. M. Bayley, A. L. Crock- 
ford, C. Crosskey, ©. J. Edwards, J. Hargreave, W. 8. 
ae ra, F. H,. Samuel, H. W.. Sontter, and W. E. 

ylor, 

The President then delivered an address, and, in selecting 
48 his subject the land question, at the outeet disclaimed 
any idea of dealing with the question in a way that would 
lead to a political disoussion, But if they, as a body, did 
happen to touch upon matters which were not unknown to 
Political discussions, and which in some degree might form 
the watoh word of parties, they must not, therefore, shrink 
from their duty b the aubjeot was one that involved 
Political, economical, and technical issues. The land laws 
of the country, even assuming they were practically satis- 
factory, were notin @ logical or acientiio position; nay 
More, they did not seoure that which all political parties 
Would agree should be their object, namely, that a 








limited area of land which en.over-populated country like: 
England possessed should be to the u'mo-t degree available 
It was difficult to draw an exact line between the different: 
aspects in which they might look at the land question.- 
Take for instance the law of primogeniture—did that belong 
to the political, social, or technical side of the question > 
While by different men this law might be regarded from. 
different standpoints, it would suffice for him to express the- 
opinion that it was a law the sanction and usage of which 
would not be adopted by any new country in framing its 
constitutional measures. Moreover, it was very probable 
that it would not have survived in this country had it not. 
been accompanied by the absolute freedom of testamentary 
disposition. Of course no man who had anything to leave 
ought to die intestate, and indeed very few men did, and 
therefore this law or custom of primogeniture had continued: 
without being very much challenged. Was it desirable or 
was it possible to incre«se the connection between the culti-- 
vators or occupiers of the land and the owners? Oa this. 
question many considerations had to be taken into account— 
population, svcial habits, &c. In France they found a large 
peasant proprietorship, men living on plots of land which 
would not maintain an individual in England. That 
resulted to a great extent from the difference of soil, and 
especially from the difference of climate. On the other- 
hand, they had in England a number of urban and 
suburban owners’ of land which he suspected would 
counter-balance the much-vaunted peasant proprictor- 
ship in France and other places on the Continent, and 
which, at all events, formed a class which must have a 
very vital and material interest in simplifying and improving 
the title to and means of transferring property. Then there 
was the system of entail, upon which public opinion was very 
divided. It was obvious that land was property of so speciak 
and peculiar a character, that no private ownership could be 
permitted except subordinate to the welfare of the whole 
public, which welfare would be best worked out by making 
the land as productive and available as possible. To secure 
that they required the application »s far as possible and as 
easily as possible of capital, science, energy, and enterprize, 
and this application was impeded if they made the sequisi-- 
tion of land or the manipulation cf it expensive, difficult, or 
hazardous. They all knew what the st»te of public opinion 
on the question of land tenure was at the present time. 
commencing any reform they had a vast amount of custom 
—he did not like to say prejudice—habit, and honest fear to 
deal with, and what they had to consider was whether, with- 
out going into the broader question, they could, consistently 
with the existing law, devise some plan by which the evils: 
attending the present land system might be mitigated 
if not altogether removed. Everything, he urged, 
led to the consideration that it was desirable to 
simplify and facilitate as far as possible the tenure of land 
and to do what they could to assist the means of transferring: 
it, This brought the speaker to the question of registration 
of title, and in the course of his remarks on this subject he 
expressed his opinion against the registration of deeds andi 
such systems as now obtained in Middlesex or Yorkshire, but: 
in favour of registration of title by means of local cadestral 
maps and without centralization. He also expressed his: 
disapproval of the Lord Chancellor's Bill, on the ground, 
amongst others, that it was characterized by too much 
officialism. The hon and learned baronet concluded his ad- 
dreas by proposing ‘‘Success to the Birmingham Law- 
Students’ Society.” The toast was responded to by Mr. 
Hargreave. “ The Bench and the Bar ” was proposed by Mr. 
A. Whitehouse, and responded to by Mr. Parry and Mr. 
Hugo J. Young. “The Birmingham Incorporated Law 
Society" was proposed by the Vice-President, Mr. J. Cole,. 
and responded to by Mr. Balden. A vote of thanks»to the 
President, proposed by Mr. W, S. Rogers, and aecknow— 
ledged by Sir H. M. Jackson, concluded the meeting. 








Mr. C. P. Butt, Q.C., has been adopted as one of the: 
Liberal candidates for Southampton a: the next election. 

The poll for the office of coroner for West. Sussex took. 
place in the Guildhall, Chichester, on. Monday. Mr. 
Thomas Janman, solicitor, of .West -Pallant,, having been. 
nominated by Mr. John Bayton, M.P., and Mr, rman. 
C. T. Halatead, of Chichester, Sir Henry Fieteber pro’ , 
Mr. A. R, Bostock, solicitor, of Horsham, and Mr. Williams 
Egerton Hubbard seconded. The election closed in favours 
of Mr. Bostock. 
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Heqal News. 


The Lord Chancellor has appointed Mr, J. B. Maule, Q.C., 
to act as Commissioner of Assize on the South Wales Circuit 
iin place of Mr. Justice Hawkins, who remains in town. 


It is anticipated, says the London correspondent of the 
Manchester Guardian, that the private and the local Acts 
fegislation of the coming Parliamentary session will be 
Hargely marked by the introduction of provisions for the 
employment of electricity as an illuminating agent. There 
are fifteen bills which are being promoted by sanitary 
authorities containing enactments as to gas and lighting. 
Twelve of these measure, I am told, contain clauses mors or 
less elaborate relating to the manufacture (by the promoters) 
of light, heat, and motive power by means of electricity and 
other processes besides gas. The Liverpool Corporation 
propose to acquire the exclusive privilege of supplying the 
electric light for private as well as for public purposes in 
that town. 


In a case of Kreh? v. Burrell, before the Court of Appeal 
on Monday, Lord Justice Bramwell said he had received a 
letter from one of the parties to the action. He did not 
Snow until he had read it that it related to a case which he 
should have to hear, or he should not have read it all. He 
had destroyed the letter and had almost forgotten its con- 
tents. He supposed the writer was the appellant, because he 
complained of what had been dcne and said that he had been 
all-used by the law or by the judges. It was very foolish to 
write such a letter; indeed, it amounted to a contempt of 
court and deserved punishment. The Attorney-General, 
who appeared for the appellant, expressed his regret that his 
client should have written such a letter. 


In charging the grand jury at Carlisle on Saturday, Mr. 
Justice Lindley referred to the Acts of Parliament of 1825 
and 1870 relating to the summoning of jurors. He stated 
that a practice had crept in by which the names of those 
jurors who were entitled to serve upon a special jury had been 
erased from the list of common jurors. That practice was 
wrong and contrary to the intention of the Act. Special 
jurors had the additional liability thrown upon them of 
serving on a special jury as well as on a common jury, but 
such duties were recompensed by an additional fee. It was 
right that two lists should be made out, one containing the 
names of those men liable to serve on a@ special jury, and 
another of those liable to serve on a common jury; but the 
«ommon jury list should also contain the names of the special 
jarors. His lordship then pointed out how any abuse of the 
list would be remedied upon application to the justices of 
the district. 


“A Managing Clerk’’ writes to the Zimes, under date 
January 11, on judges’ chambers :—“ This is the first day of 
the assizes, and some of the chamber clerks have gone on 
circuit. The result is that matters have become worse than 
ever. At half-past twelve to-day there were two files of 
persons in the chambers of the Queen’s Bench Division. In 
one line I counted eleven persons waiting to have their sum- 
monses entered in the list, and in the other line there were 
twenty-three persons waiting their turn to get their sum- 
monses issued and orders drawn up. It took upwards of an 
hoor to issne a summons, and yet it was entered in the list. 
Although the new rales have been productive of some good 
results, the difficulties have in other respects increased, and 
it is useless to hope for any permanent improvement until 
a sufficient staff of chamber clerks has been appointed.” 


** Solicitors” write to the Times:—“ We fear that the 
new rules for the better conduct of proceedings at judges’ 
chambers are not so successful as the profession would wish. 
The subjoined memorandum by one of our clerks of his 
difficulties in obtaining a summons is instructive. We are 
entitled to charge the munificent sum of 3s. for his labours : 
—‘ Time in obtaining sommons st jadges’ chambers 
(Queen’s Bench Division) on January 3, 1879:—1. Went 
into « line with fifteen to eighteen persons, and after waiting 
tara obtained from judges’ clerk form of summons required 
(the same eletk wae drawing up orders os well as issuing 
@ammonses). 2, Went into another line with twenty to 
twenty-five pe and after waiting turn obtained from 
ancther judge's clerk the number and retarn and entry in 
Ge list. %. Again went into another line with abont twent 
petsons, and after waiting tarn obtained from judge's clerk 


os 
No, 1 the stamp tosummons. The entire time in Obtaining 


this summons was one and three-quarter hours,’ ” 


A correspondent of the Scotsman says:—The Nain 
Sheriff Court presents the curious anomaly of meeting 
regularly for business twice a week without baving a judge, 
The last regular court was held by the late Sheriff-gy), 
stitute Falconar on the 18th of October, and since that duty 
the legal and criminal business has been at a complete stanj, 
still. In purely formal matters, Mr. Peter M ‘Dougal, bank 
agent, as honorary sheriff-substitute, signs the Necessary 
papers, but being non-professional he declines to underaj, 
any work requiring professional legal knowledge or inyoly; 
discussion. The consequence is that cases are adj 
from one court day to another without any progress hej 
made. The officials connected with the court seem to at 
their wits’ end what to do, and the neighbouring gherig. 
substitutes decline to act. The Lord Advocate on the 13h 
of December stated in the House of Commons that thy 
Government did not intend to appoint another regiden: 
sheriff-substitute, but would make arrangements for th 
work being done by one of the neighbouring sheriff-s. 
stitutes. Memorials. have been sent to the Lord Advoeaty 
from public meetings of the inhabitants of Nairn, and from 
such representative bodies as the Town Council and thy 
County Commissioners of Supply, contending that from, 
pecuniary point of view the saving would be very gli 
while the inconvenience to the public would be very great; 
but so notice has been taken of these representations, 
The result is that a very strong public feeling exists on 
account of what is regarded as not only a refusal ofa 
reasonable request, but a neglect to make provision for 
the administration of jastice in the town and county of 
Nairn. Many cases where delay was injurious have bee 
withdrawn, and parties are obliged to compromise actions 
rather than accept the alternative of indefinite delay ofa 
settlement. 


On Saturday, in the Queen’s Bench Division, the Lord 
Chief Justice, on taking his seat, said Mr. Baron Pollock 
was sitting in the Exchequer to hear such motions as cou) 
be heard by a single judge. In the course of the day the 
Lord Chief Justice said motions would be taken from all the 
common law divisions; for there could only be one court 
in banc, asthere would be only two judges available. An 
important motion was accordingly fixed for Monday, and it 
is understood that the court will sit daily, as Mr. Justice 
Mellor announced on the last day of last sittings, Mr. 
Kemp, Q.C., made an application as to a new trial casein 
which he was counsel, and which, he said, had already been 
onthe paper for fourteen days. He asked when new trial 
cases would be taken.—The Lord Chief Justice: At ny 
time that may be left after taking motions, &c.—Mr. Kemp 
urged the great uncertainty that would thus be produced. — 
The Lord Chief Justice said he was aware of it, and also was 
aware that next weck most members of the bar would be 
dispersed on circuit; but the judges here must be occupied o 
business of some kind. The truth is (said the Lord Chief 
Justice) that this winter assize has brought the whole of our 
proceedings into a state of confusion.—Mr. Serjeant Pamy 
asked in what way the court was going to proceed—as to 
the order of business,—The Lord Chief Justice: ve my 
word, I have not myself the most distant idea.—Mr, Waddy, 
Q.C.: May I ask whether there will be any nisi prius si 
tings ?—The Lord Chief Justice: That, I may say, is pet 
fectly impossible, My brother Hawkins has to go to the 
Central Criminal Court on Monday, and has to leave for 
cirenit on Wednesday. There will then be only two judge 
available—my brother Pollock and myself—to sit in court, a 
my brother Field will be at chambers (Mr. Justice Lash and 
the new judge, Sir Fitzjames Stephen, being occupied o 
the Criminal Law Commission). Therefore nisi prius sit- 
tings would be impossible. Meanwhile I find that the arrears 
in the courts are such as to require the constant sitting of 
the court in banc; but there are only two judges available, 
and the nisi prius sittings must be endl ve for six weeks 
though there are 850 causes entered for trial, ‘The fact i 
that the judicial strength of the country is not sufficient 
enable the judges to bein town and country at the same 
time, ‘They cannot be absent on the winter assizes and 
sitting here at Westminster. 
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Appuinturents, Ete. 


- Mr. Gzorce Tuomas Barras, solicitor, of Hoyland, 
Nether Rotherham, and Sheffield, has been appointed 
(lerk to the Hoyland School Board. Mr. Barras is a mem- 
er of the firm of Badgers, Rhodes, & Co., and was admit- 
ted in 1876. 

Mr. Toomas Hoveuton Repiso Barttey, solicitor, of 
{iverpool, has been appointed a Commissioner to adminis- 
der Oaths in the Supreme Courts of the Colonies of Victoria, 
Yew South Wales, and South Australia. 


Mr. Cartes Henry BENETT, solicitor, of Devonport, has 
geen appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the 
Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women. 


Mr. ArtHuR Rew Bostock, solicitor (of the firm of 
Bostock & Rawlison), of Horsham and Crawley, has been 
elected (after a poll) to the office of Coroner for the County 
of Sussex, in the place of the late Mr. Frederick John 
Malim, of Chichester. Mr. Bostock was admitted a solici- 
tor in 1872, and is clerk to the Horsham School Board, and 
tothe County Magistrates acting for the division of Lower 
Bramber. 

Mr. Wattzr Boyp, Q.C., LL.D., has been appointed 
Queen’s Advocate for Ireland. Mr, Boyd was educated at 
Trinity College, Dublin, where he graduated B.A. in 1855, 
and LL.D. in 1864, He was called to the bar at Dublin 
dn,1856, and he became a Queen’s Counsel in 1867. Mr. 
Boyd practises on the North-East Circuit, and is one of the 
prosecuting Crown Counsel for the county of Louth. 


Mr, Francis Hopping, solicitor, of Salisbury, has been 
appointed Local Secretary to the Bishop of Salisbury, in 
the place of Mr. Thomas Brodrick, resigned. Mr. Hodding 
was admitted a solicitor in 1865, and is clerk of the peace 
for Salisbury, clerk to the Alderbury Board of Guardians, 
and superintendent registrar for the Alderbury District. 


Mr, Coartes Epwarp Howe zt, solicitor (of the firm of 
Howell, Jones & Howell), of Welchpool, has been appointed 
4 Perpetual Commissiocer for Montgomeryshire for taking 
the Acknowledgments of Deeds by Marrie1 Women. 


Mr. ALBERT Epwarp SHarianp (of the firm of Messrs. 
J.T, Shapland & Son, solicitors), of South Molton, has been 
appointed Conservative Agent for the South Molton Division 
of North Devonshire, in succession to his father, the late 
Mr. John Terrell Shapland. Mr. A, E. Shapland was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1876. 


Sir James Firzsyames Stepney, Q.C., K.C.S.I., who has 
‘been appointed a Judge of the Exchequer Division of the 
‘High Court of Justice in suecession to Sir Anthony Cleasby, 
Ttesigned, is the eldest son of the Right Hon. Sir James 
Stephen, many years Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, and was born in 1829. He was educated at Eton 
and at Trinity College, Cambridge, where he graduated 
B.A, in 1852, and M.A. in 1855. He also graduated LL.B. 
atthe University of London in 1854. He was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1854, and 
became a Queen’s Counsel in 1868. From 1869 till 1872 
he was legal member of the Council of the Governor-General 
of India, in which capacity he introduced and passed the 

‘ well-known Indian Evidence Act, the Amended Code 
of Criminal Procedure, and other very important statutes, 
and in 1877 he was created a Knight Commander of the 

Order of the Star of India, Sir J. Stephen was for some 

recorder of the borough of Newark, and since 1875 he 
been professor of common law at the Inns of Court. He 
was an unsuccessfal candidate in the Liberal interest at 

Harwich in 1865, and at Dundee in 1873. He is the 

author of “ A Digest of the Criminal Law,” ‘A Digest of 

‘the Law of Evidence,’ and several other works. He has 

acted as a commissioner of assize, and is now a member 
of the commission for revising the new Penal Code, which 

‘was prepared by him. Sir J. Stephen is also one of the 

standing counsel for the University of Cambridge, counsel 

to the Seoretary of State for India, a bencher of the Inner 

rambles and a member of the Incorporated Council of Law 
ng. 

Mr. Grorcr Wat, solicitor, of 3, Furnival's-inn, and 

Woolwich, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 

“Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature in England. 





High Court of Justice, 


QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Sittings in Banco, before Cocxsury, C.J., and Pottock, B.) 
Jan. 14.—In the Matter of a Solicitor. 


Witt moved for a rule against a solicitor, calling upon 
him to show cause why an attachment should not issue 
against him for not answering the matters of an afildavit 
pursuant to an order made on the 18th of December last by 
the Exchequer Division. The order was a peremptory one 
by which he was to put in an answer by the 2lst. He had 
not taken out copies of the affidavit, but he had written a 
letter saying he could not answer the matters in it, and that 
he himself had not received any of the moneys mentioned 
therein. 

The Court granted the rule. 








Haw Student’s Sournal. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Equiry Crass. 

Mr. Lake’s examination will be held in the Lecture-hall 
on Wednesday, the 22nd inst. The examination will com- 
mence at 1] a.m. and close at 2 p.m. Subscribers to Mr. 
Lake’s class are at liberty to attend. 

Jan. 13. C. W. Witiiamson. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
December Examination, 1878.. 

On the Sunsects of the Lscrcrgs of the Proressors of the 
Inns of Court, held at Lincoln’s-inn Hall, on the 19th and 
20th of December, 1878. 

The Council of Legal Education have awarded the follow- 
ing prizes to the under-mentioned students :— 

Common Law.—Hugh William Elcum and Edward 
Rundle Levey, of Gray’s-inn, a prize of £37 103. each 
(equal) ; Edgar Caesar Foa, of the Inner Temple, 2 prize of 
£15 ; James Lewis Somers Roosmale-Cocq, of Lincoln-inn, 
a prize of £10. 

Real and Personal Proverty Law.—T. Eustace Smith, of 
the Inner Temple, a prize of £25; James Power Everard, of 
the Middle Temple, a prize of £15; Bagot Francis Moles- 
worth, of Lincoln’s-inn, and Arthur Williams, of the Inner 
Temple, a prize of £5 each (equal). 

The council have also awarded to the students who 
obtained the greatest aggregate number of marks in the sub- 
jects of the lectures given by two of the professors—viz., in 
equity and real and personal property law, Joseph Gatey, of 
the Middle Temple—a prize of £70 ; and Harry Newson, of 
the Middle Temple—a prize of £30. 

By order of the Council, 
(Signed) S. H. Waxpors, Chairman. 

Council Chamber, Lincoln’s-inn, Jan 10, 





Hitary Examination, 1879. 

GeneRat Examination of Stupants of the Inns of Court, 
held at Lincoln’s-inn Hall, on the 27th and 28th of 
December, 1878, and the Ist, 2nd, 3rd, and 4th of January, 
1879. 

The Council of Legal Education have awarded to George 
Herbert Stutfield, of the Middle Temple, and Thomas 
Thorneley, of the Inner Temple, Esqs., studentships ia 
jurisprudence and Roman civil law, of one hundred guineas, 
to continue for a period of two years ; and to William Henry 
Upjohn, of Gray’s-inn, and Aubrey John Spencer, of 
Lincoln’s-inn, _ studentships in jurisprudence and 
Roman civil law, of one hundred guineas, for one year. 

The council have also awarded to the following students 
certificates that they have satisfactorily passed a pabdlic 
examination ;—Thomas John Bowles, Charles William 
Mitcalfe Dale, Woopendra Mohan Da’s, Hon. Francis 


Herbert Dawnay, Arthur Kaocker Dibb, Archibald Walter 
Fawkes, William Hayes Fisher, Richard Charles Pere 

Gethin, Arthur Antwis Hopkins, John Hilton Irland, 
Charles Valentine Knightley, Clement Martia Le Breton, 
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Delavene Weston Marsden, Charles Mortin, Henry Hills 
Meredith, Arthur Maw Mitch'soa, Rishibar Mukerji, John 
Ogle, Richard Taswell Richard:on, John Stewart QOdiarne 
Robertson-Luxford, Charles Eimund Robivson, James 
Fawdington Skipper, Richard S lomon, Henry De Vere 
Vane, Charles Richard Whateley Brent Wale, Innes Watson, 
Charles Caleb Williamson, and Alexander Keith Wyllie, of 
the Inner Temple; Alfred Hoskins Britton, Walter Adam 
Barn, John Cameron Graham, Nanda Lal Haldar, Charles 
Frederick Hancock, Nobushigé Iriye, William Ernest 
Gordon Leith, Procter Thomas Pulman, Henry Rimington- 
Wilson, Hngh Hartland Rose, Lionel Henry Rosenthal, and 
William Edgar Saunders, of the Middle Temple; Hugh 
Oakeley Arnold, William George Frederick Cavendish 
Bentinck, William Brown, Edmund Frazer Buckley, Henry 
Blomfield Burnell, Richard Wallis Cory, Arthur Henry 
Gosset, Amyand Jobn Hall, Frank King:ford, Edward 
Frederic Knight, Horace Francis Lester, Bagot Francis 
Molesworth, Robert Frederick Norton, Henry Napier 
Rooper, Robert Cooper Seaton, James Russell Swift. Henry 
Eugene Taunton-Collins, and Arthur Clevedon Willis, of 
Lincoln’s-inn ; and William Tyndall Barnard, and Arthur 
Warren Samuels, of Gray’s-inn, Esqs. 

The following students passed a satisfactory examination 
in Roman law:—Archibald John Allen, Henry Conway 
Belfield, Francis Douglas Blake, Henry Francis George 
Bramwell, William Richard Brunskill Briscoe, George Earle 
Buckle, Frederick Vincent Budge, Uiric Emanuel Charlton, 
Arthur Joseph Coppinger, Edward Cotton, William Daniell, 
Albert Joel Ellis, Evelyn Leighton Fanshawe, James 
Lysaght Finigin, Frank Foster, R. H. Griffin, Arthur 
Gwynne-James, M. H. Hakim, Thomas Arnold Christian 
Hampson, Edward William Hardy, R. H. Hill. William 
Hodgson Horsfall, William Price James, W. E. Johnston, 
Robert Murray Lawes, Radolf Chambers Lehmann, Amyas 
Philip Longstaffe, John Lowes, Francis Lowrey, Orlando 
Bridgman Martyn, Frederick David Maxwell, J. R. Maxwell, 
Michael Jo-eph McGawran, Malcolm MeMillan, Francis 
Hamilton Mellor, F. Mote, Frederick Hardyman Parker, 
Montague Lewis Parkin, Leonard Walter Pead, Edward 
Robert Portal, E. Robinson, Charles Marston Rose, Gavin 
Rowatt, Frederick George Riicker, Charles Lionel Sandars, 
T. E. Scrutton, James Parker Smith, Jcseph Smith, George 
Abbott Streeten, H. G. Taylor, John Twigg, Henry Wace, 
Charles H. Warne, Frederick Edward Weatherley, Charles 
Herbert Whaley, Arthur Williams, Robert Armstrong 
Yerburgh, and Romer Edward Younghusband, Esqs. 

- By order of the Council, 
(Signed) S. H. Watrotz, Chairman. 

Council Chamber, Lincoln’s-inn, Jan. 10. 
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UNIVERSITY OF LONDON. 


The following are lists of the candidates who have passed 
the recent LL.B. Examinations :—First LL.B. Examination, 
—First division—William Gurrey Angus, private study ; 
Thomas Alfred Gurney, St. John’s College, Cambridge ; 
George Sydney Milton Johnson, Keble College, Oxford ; 
Robe1t Leonard, private study; Thomas Bateman Napier, 
private stady; Herbert Rooke Oldfield, private study ; 
Thomas Henry Richmond, Christ Church and Owens Col- 
lege; Henry Gawan Taylor, Trinity Hall, Cambridge ; 
William Henry Upjohn, Gray’s Inn, Second division— 
Henry Hollier Hood Barrs, private stady ; Charles Edward 
Bloomer, private study ; George Brighton Harland, private 
stady ; Reginald Barrett Pope, private study; Alfred R bin- 
son, private study ; John Thomas Beadsworth Sewell, private 
study ; Herbert Marlow Shelverton, private study ; uel 
Mark Simmons, B.A., private stady; Herbert William 
Trenchard, B.A, University College; Harry Montague 
William, private study; Arthur Henry Worthington, 
Owens College. 

Second LL.B. Examination.—First division—Alexander 
Kaye Butterworth, private siudy ; Frederick Joseph Mogg 
Gould, University College and private study; William 
Frederick Hamilton, private study; Arthur Oldham 
Jennings, private study; Harry Newson, Middle Temple; 
John James Sidebotham, private study; Philip Folliott 
Scott Stokes, B.A., private study. Second division—Jvseph 
Gundry Alexander, private study ; Henry Barber, Univer- 
sity College; Charles Henry Ernest Fletcher, Cheltenham 
College and private study ; James Ernest Fletcher, private 
study ; William Ebenezer Grigsby, private study ; Beaumont 





——— 
Morice, private study ; William Percy Pain, private simgy. 
John William Piercy, private study; Thomas Willan, 
Radcliff, private study ; Charles Frederic Richardson, Ba, 

rivate study ; Henry Arthur Smith, M.A., private study ; 
Walter Barnett Styer, private study; Stephen 4 
Williamson, private tuition ; Howard Young, private study 





Court Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court oF 
Date. APPEAL. 


Monday, Jan... 20Mr. Ward 


Master or Taz 
Rotts. V.C. Maram, 
Mr. Clowes Mr. F, 


Tuesday ...... 21 Pemberton Koe King 
Wednesday.... 22 Ward Clowes Farrer 
Thursday .... 23 * Pemberton Koe King 
Friday ........ 24 Ward Clowes Farrer 
Saturday...... 25 Pemberton Koe King 
V.C.Bacor. V.C. Hatt. a ad 
Monday, Jan.. 20Mr.Leach Mr. Holdship Mr.Milne 
Tuesday ...... Latham Teesdale Morivale 
Wednesday.... 22 bh Holdship Milns 
Thursday .... 23 Latham Teesdale Merivals. 
Friday ........ 24 Leach Holdship Miloe 
Saturday...... 25 Latham Teesdale Merivals. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
January 16, 1879. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cent. Consols, 964 

Ditto for Account, Feb, 4, 954 
Do. per Cent Redneed, 964 
New 3 per Coenv., 96} 

Do, 34 perCent., Jan, "94 
Do, 24 per Cont., Jan. 794 
Do 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 
Annuities, Jan, ’80 


Annuitias, April, a5, 9% 

Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Ex Bills, £21000, 24 per Ct.2pm 
Ditto, £500, Do, 2 p.m. 

Ditto, 2100 & £260, z p.m, 
Bank of England Stock, 255 
Dittc for Account. 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


Ind.Stk.,5 per Cent.July, 80,1023, Enf.Pr,5§ per Cent., May, §l 
Ditto for Account, — | Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent, 
Ditto 4 perCent., Oct °88, 100% April, 64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent,, Ang, 73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 ner Cent. 77 | Do, Bonds, 4 per Cent, £1000 
2ad Enf.Pr., § per C.,Jan,’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


ad 


RAILWAY STOCK. 


















































Railways. Paid | Cloning Price 
Stock| Bristol and Exeter 100 pier 
Stock| Caledoni we 100 97 
Stock| Hasgow and South-Western ............4 seveee] 100 99 
Stock |Great Eastern Ordinary Stock sessesssssseeseees| 100 61 
Stock| Great Northern ...... 100 4 
Stock} D0., A Stock ...,..sceccesceseeces senses RENE 113 
Stock|@Great Southern and Western of Irel | 100 129 
Stock|Great Western—Original..... 100 4 
Stock |Lancashire and Yorkshire ..... 100 128 
Stock| London, Brighton, and South C | 100 128 
Stock] London, Chatham, and Dover.,,,... 190 
Stock|London and North-Western ........ ev opsusvidatd 100 Bu 
Stock| London and South Western......0.ccsereseveers] 100 * 
Stock| Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolo ....0000++-| 100 nl 
Sock | Metropolitan 100 it 
Stock} Do., District 100 } 
Book | MidIand....00csvves 100 a 
Stock | North British 100 137 
Stock| North Eastern 100 162 
Stock} North London 100 60 
Stock|North Staffordshire ......... senseeseereees a sveesnees 100 70 
Btock}4onth Devon «| 100 196 
Gtock| 4outh-Eastern «| 100 

a 

















© A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been.pald to B. 


The prospectus of Haynes, Jefferia, & Co, (Limited) hae 


beon issued, capital £35,000, divided into 3,500 sbares of 























































ekus oF 








_- > 











wy pp 9. 8 









































































as 








219 








- Jan. 18, 1879. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 
Hash The company is established for the purpose of Somieaiomae so be = Jin, 20, Mater, Liverpool, agent for~ 


g Messrs. Haynes & Jefferis’ well-known bicycle 
ganofactory and business. The purchase-money amounts 
to $24,000, bat nearly £10,000 is to remain unpaid. until 
sfter the shareholders receive 7 per cent. on their shares. 
Yo promotion money will be paid, and the gross profits of 
the last three years equalled 474 per cent. of the sales. 
The list of applications for shares will close on the ist of 


February next. 





——e 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 





January 23.—Mesers. GLasiER & Sons, at the Mart, at 2 p.m.» 
Shares (see advertisement, this week, p. 4). 

January 24.—Messra. Norton, Trist, Watney, & Co., at the 
Mart, at 2 p.m., Leasehold Property (see advertisement, 
January 11, p. 4). 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIR rs, 

Banks.—Jan. 12, at Tanfield et, Leeds, the wife of George 
Banks, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

Bicetn.—Jan. 2, at 80, Delaney-street, Rogent’s-park, N.W., 
the wife of E. H. Biggin, solicitor, of a son. 

Buanvzl.—Jan. 2, at Marlborough House, Abercorn-place, St. 
John’s-wood, the wife of Joel Emanuel, solicitor, of a son. 

§repBING.—Jan. 14, at Heathland Lodge, Hampstead, the 
wife of William Stebbing, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

§rrBETER.—Jan. 6, the wife of Jobn S. Streeter, solicitor, Croy- 
don, Surrey, of a daughter. 

Symzs.—Jan. 11, at the Manor House, Crediton, Devon, the 
wife of William Henry Symes, solicitor, of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 

Brack—PuHIL1IPs.—Jan. 4, at St Pancras Church, Charles A. 
H. Black, of the Inner be barrister-at-law, to Lucy 
Alice, daughter of Francis Phillips, Framlingham, Suffolk. 

HotpicHE—SMitTH.—Jan 6, at Elford, Thomas Vincent Hol- 
beche, solicitor, Sutton Coldfield, to Mary Turner Smith, 
widow 2 the late James Thomas Smith, surgeon, of Sutton 
Coldfield. 

Trarrorp—Lanorpe.— Dec. 12, at Kingstown, St. Vincent’s, 
W.I., George Trafford, Chief Justice, to Lucy Elizabeth, 
daughter of Edward Laborde, Colonial Secretary and Adminis- 
trator of the Government. 


DEATH. 
Heumine.—Jan. 7, at 87, Lancaster-gate, Louisa Annie, wif, 
of G. W. Hemming, Q.C. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved 
Farway, Jan. 10, 1879. 
re ene John, and William John Manbdey, Staple inn, Solicitors. 


Tuerpay, Jan, 14, 1879. 
Jones, Francis Augustus, and James Scariett,. Ohe’msford, Solicitors. 


Dec 
Smoothy, Frederick, and Henry Hobbs, jun, Braintree, Essex, Soli- 
Citors, Jan 1 

Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 


Limrrep tw Caanoery. 
FripayY, Jan, 10, 1879. 
Angls-Belgian Bank, Limi’ed.—Peticion for winding up presented Jan 
*, 2-directed to be heard before V.C. Hacon, on Jan 18, Tillyard, 
King st, Cheapside, solicitor for the petitioner 
British Empire Horse Supply Aseoci.tin, Limited.—The MR. has 
fixed Jun 21 at 11 at his chambers, as toe time and piace for the ap- 
Pointment of an offie'al liquidator 
Oredit Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up presented Jan 7, ‘i- 
Tected to be heard before V.C. Hell, on Jan 17. Harper and Co, 
Roo? lane, solicitors for the petitioner 
Hoo<er’s Cream Mi/k Company, Limited.—Petition for winding un pre- 
fented Jan 9, directed to be hear? before the M.R, on Jan (8, Geare 
and Son, Lincoln's inn fields, agents for Robotham,’ Derby, solicitors 
for the petitioner 
Petroleum Company of Italy, Limited.- Petition for wmding up pre- 
tented Dec 17, directed to be heard befire V.O. Malina, en Jan 17. 
Beall, Queen Viotoria at, soliciior for the petitioner 
Unuimirep in CHancen®, 
: Fripay, Jan. 10, 1979. 
Farcliffe Place Building Societyi—Petition for winting «ap presented 


an 7, direcred to be Beard before V.C. Hall, on Jan a. ton 
and Tattershall, Great James st, Bodford row, ugente for Atkinson, 
'd, solicitor for the petitioner 


County Patetine oF LANCASTER. 
Lrwrreo rv Onancery. 
Faiwar, Jan 10, 1879. 
‘Orank Coal and Fire Olay Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Jan 6, directed to be heard betore the V.C, at 6, Stone 





Liurr'p tv CHANCERY, 
Tuespay, Jan 14, 1879. 

Belper Laund Colliery Company, Limited.—V.C. Malins has by an order 
da‘ed Dec 19, appointed Tromas Brovke, Coleman st, to be offcial 
liqnidator. Creditors are required on or Feb 17, to send their names 
and addresses and the particulars of their debts and claims to the 
ebove. Tuesday, Mar 4 at 12, is appoiated for hearing and adjudi- 
ting upon the debts and claims 

Briti-h Explosives Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up pre- 
sented Jan 8, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall, on Jan 24. 
Gregory and Co, Bedford row, agents tor Beckinzham, Bristol, soli- 
citor tor th petitioner 

County Residenti«] Clubs, Limited.—Tne MR. has fixed Jan 23 at 11 at 
his chambers as the time and place for the appointment of an official 
liquidator 

Jersey and Guernsey Telegraph Comoany, Linited.—Petition for wind- 
ing up presen'ed Jan 8, directed to be heard before V.C. Hal!, on Jan 
> Wild and Co, Ironmonger lane, Che :pside, soticitors fer the peti- 
tioner 

Regist-red Land Corporation, Limited.— Petition for winding up pre- 
sented Jan 11, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall, oa Jan 24. 
Cartis and Betts, South sq, Gray’s inn, solicitors for tue petitioner 


County Patatine or Lancaster. 
Tusspay, Jan 14, 1879. 

Manley Palace and Park Company, Limited. - Petition for winding up 
presented Jat. 11, directed to be heard before Little, V.C. on Jaa 27, 
at 6, Stone buildings, Lincoln’s inn. Phelps and Co, Gresham st, 
agents for Sale and,Co, Manchester, solicitors for the petitioner 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, Jan. 3, 1879. 
Maulden Meeting Friends’ Society, Vestry of Meeting House, Maulden 
Bedford. Wee 30 
— Old Friendly Society, Bull’s Head Inn, Whitchurch, Salop, 
an 
Tvursvay, Jan. 7, 1879. 
Rolleston Friendly Society, Corn Market, Derby. Jan 3 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripar, vec. 27, 1878. 

Calvert, John, Gunnersid, York, Joiner, Jan 30. Calvert v. Calvert 
V.C. Bacon. Birkbeck, Hazel Brow, nr Reeth : 

Campbe!!, Robert James Caulfield, Charlottesville, Virginia, U.S. of 
America. Mar 31, Campbell v. Trotter, V.C. Matins. Foster, Queen 
st pl, Cannon st 

Carr, William, Higher Broughton, Manchester, Coach Budder. Jan 
31. Waiton v Cheetham, V.C. Bicon, Brett, Manche:ter 

Fairweather, Henry, Langton-by-Wragby, Liacol», Weed Dealer, Feb 
i8. Fairweather v. Fairweather, V.C. Hall. Clith-roe, Horncastle 

Fraser, Donald, Fairfax rd, Hampsteat, M.D. Jan 31. Yeates v. Fraser. 
V.C. Malins. Drake, Cloak |ane, Cannon st 

Garsiang, James, Higher Brouzhton, Manchester, Esq. Jan 3!. Brog- 
den vy. Wasson, V.C. Hall. Tahourdin, Victoria si, Westmins*er 

Green, John M jor, Bury St Eamants, Esq Feb!. Green v. Paterson, 
V.C. Hall. Col'yer-Bristow aud Withers, Bedford row 

Haig, Robert Welseley, Woolwich Common, Brevet Major and Captain 
R.A. Jan 3l. Haig v. Haig, V.C. Bacon. Edwards, Cloak Jane 

Mason, Jonathan Joseph, Willow p!, Stemford H l', Gent. Jan 31. 
Maron v. Mason, V.C. Hail, Flege, Hills pl, Oxford «t 

Thomas, Wilian, Swansea, Maser Marmer. Jan 21. 
Thomas, V.C. Hall. Williams, Castle st, Swensea 

Unwin, James Nelson sq, Blacx'riars rd, Brick Merchant. Jan 31. 
Unwin v. Muvro, V.C. Hall. Rose, Salisbury st, Strand 

Tvugspar, Dec 3i, 1878. 

Bold, John Boardman, Banff, Scotland, Collector H.M's Customs. 
Feb ll. Buld vy. Channe!l, V.C. Hail. Hickman and Son, South- 
ampton 

Lorimer, Robert Scott, Cheltenham. Jan 13. White v. Lorimer, V.C. 
Hall. Jessop, Cheitenbam 

Purser, Carolina C'arissa, Pimlico rd, Pimlico, Pawnbroker. Jan 25. 
Storey v. Merrin, V.C. Malins. Cheese, Warwick st, Charing Cross 

Spantop, Samuel, Buckingham cottages, Westminsier, Cab Proprietor. 
Jan 22. Sidgwick v. Watt, V.C. Bacon, Gurling, Guildhall chambers 


Basinghall st 
Fatway, Jan 3, 1879. 
Bidder, Samuel Parker, Bersted, Sussex, Colliery Ur orm Feb 14. 
Bidder v, Bidder, V.C. Hall, Ward, Lincotn’s inn flelds 


TvEspar, Jan, 7, 1879, s 
French, Robert, Littlehampton. Feb 1. Love v. Hills, V.C. Hall. 
Woodward, John st, Bedford row 


Farpar, Jan. 10, 1879, 
Brown, John, Altwood, ® Feb 10. Lawrecce v. MeOreight 
M.R. ‘Tibbitts, Field ct, Gray's nn 


Holloway, Thomas, Kingsland rd, Looking Glass Maker. Feb 10, 
V. ©, Hall. Hillearys and Taylor, Feachuren buildiags, Fencharch 


Fed 7. Seagrave 


Thomas ¥ 


et 
Seagrave, James, St George's rd, Newington, Gent. 
v. Seagrave, M.R. Fieming, Newington Batts 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claw. 
Turspar, Deo, 1, 1873, 
he Shariand, Pyymouth, Gent. Fed 3. Blworthyand Co, 
mou 
Bell, Jonn, U'verston, Lancaster, Sharebroter. Jan 31. ‘Jackson, 
Barrow-in-Furnese 
Bolstaw, John, Salford, Lancaster, Butcher. Feb 1. Margaret Bol- 
shaw, Victoria Bridge, Salford 
ee Bury, Lancaster, Pawnbroker, Fed 1. Grundy and 
¥) Bary 
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Burton, John Robert, Huskards, Essex, Esq. Jan 25. Silvester and 
Co. Gt Dover st 

CObild, Elizabeth, New Cross, Kent. Jan 17. Hogan and Hughes, 
Martin’s lane, Cannon st 

Coward, George William Henry, Church rd, De Beauvoir sq, Surgeon. 
Jan 16. Wontner and Sons, Cloak lane 

Cuthell, Andrew, Warwick eq, Pimlico, Esq. Jan 3l. Hopgood aud 
Co, Whitehall place 

Dicey, Anne Mary, Onslow sq. Feb 1. Davidson and Burch, Spring 
gardens 

a ~~ pm Eynsham, Oxford, Yeoman. Feb 8. Morrell and Son, 


ip 
Irving, John William, Workington, Cumberland, Gent. Feb 1. Brock- 
and Co, Whitehaven 

Lange, Carl, Jesmond, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Merchant. Janl. Gar- 
butt, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Marchmont, Caroline Maria, Maida-vale. Feb 23. Collyer and Co, 
Bedford row 

Prgnce, Charles Henry, Hampstead, Barrister-at-law. Feb 20. Surr 
and Co, Abchurch lane 

Stephens, Benjamin, Holles st, Cavendish sq, Manufacturing Jeweller. 
Jan 31. Elvcrough, King’s Arms yard, Moorgate st 

Terry,jRichard, Preston, Sussex. Jan 20. Hill and Co, Brighton 

‘Thomas, Matthew Watson, Lordship rd. Stoke Newington, Silk Broker. 

® Jan 31. Lowless and Co, Martin’s lane, Cannon st 

Vaughan, Richard, Brocton, Salop, Gardener. Feb1l. Newil!, Bishops 
Castle 

Wray, Rev George, Leven. York, Clerk, Feb14. Bainton, Bever- 
ey 

Young, John James, North End, Portsea, Brewer. Feb 28. Edgcombe, 
Portsea 


Fripay, Jan. 3, 1879. 


Barrow, Edward, Kirkdale, Liverpool, Contractor. Feb 5. Williams, 
Liverpocl 

Bing, Robert Henry, Derby, Cement Merchant. Jan 21. 
and Blythe, Craven st, Charing Cross 

Birch, Walter, Leeds, Shoe Manufacturer. March]. Bointon, Leeds 

Bush, George William, Woodford, Northampton, Manager. Feb 1. 
Bernard, King’s Arms yard 

Cardajl, Thomas, Aston-juxta-Birmingham, Gent. March 25. Wood 
avd Son, Birmingham 

Clarke, Charles, Newent, Gloucester, Gent. 


Dangerfield 


Feb 16. Haines, Glouces- 
Ooulson, Caroline, Copford,nr Colchester. Feb 15. Prior, Colches- 


Froggatt, George, Aston-juxta-Birmingham, General Dealer. Feb 1. 
Cottrell and Son, Birmingham 


Fry, Thomas Wumfray, South sq, Gray’s-inn, Law Stationer. March 1 

Helder and Co, Verulam bidgs, Gray’s-inn 

Greenall, Frederick Henry, Chicago, United States of America, Esq. 
Feb 15. Davies and Co, Warrington 

Hamnett, Susannah, Market Drayton, Shropshire. Feb 15. Bythwait 
Manchester 

ee Catherine Cocper, Lewes, Sussex. Feb 1. Blaxland, Lincoin’s- 
nn-fie 

Houstoun, Elizabeth Jane, Pear tree, nr Ashburton, Devon. Feb 12. 
Buckingham, Exeter 

Jenkins, Laura Charlotte Wilhelmina, Clarendon place, Plymouth. 
Feb 8. Carlyon and Son, Truro 

Jones, James Thomas, Brynhafod, Salop, Banker. Feb 15. Young and 
Co, St Mildred’s crt, Poultry 

Moore, John, Lislidu, Manchester, Captain in Her Majesty’s 5th Dra- 
goon Guards. Feb 10. Hopgood and Co, Whitehall place 

Myall, Williem, Felstead, Essex, Machinist. Jan 22. Wade and 
Knocker, Gt Danmow 

Peters, John Penhallow, Tregoney, Cornwall, Gent. Feb 8. Carlyon 
and Son, Truro 

Rawlings, Benjamin, Dover st, Piccadilly, Hotel Proprietor, March 15. 
Cuteliffe jun., Cornbill 

Reeves, Rev Jonathan, Beeding, Sussex, Clerk. Feb 23.4 Woods and 
Dempster, Brighton 

Rowlands, Francis, Harrow-on-the-Bill. Feb 6. Myers and Co, Fins- 
bury pavement 

Sedgiey, John, Oddington, Gloucester, Saddler. Jan 20. Brooks and 
Parker, Stow-on-the-Wold 

Seed, Robert, Skelsmerzh, Westmoreland, Yeoman. Feb17. Thom- 
son and Wilson, Kendal 

a » Sarah, Baring st, South Shields. Jan 16. Blair, South 

s 

Soan, Alfred, Maidenhead, Berks. Aprill. Cooke, Wokingham 

Stevens, John, Walthamstow. Essex, Esq. Feb 25. Houghtons and 
Byfield, Gracecharch st 

Tetlow, Alfred Ramsbottom, Bradford, York, Corn Merchant. March 
31. Watson and Dickons, Bradford 

Tvespay, Jan 7, 1879. 
Abdoolah, Byed, Southampton, Feb 21. Brooks and Co, Godliman st, 
s’ -commons 

Det Joveph, Birmingham, Isinglass Importer. Feb1. Fowke, 

a ane Jobn, Rochdale, Steam Bawyer, Feb. Standring, Roch- 

= 004, Vrancis, Camden rd, Butcher. Feb3. Crump and Son, 

Crs Mary, Bureot, Oxford, March 11. Hedges and Co, Walling- 

om 

Ejlia, Thomas, Penzance, Cornwall, Gent. Feb 10. Hicks and Arnold, 

. Wellington st, ae 
lower, James William, Southampton, Temperance Hotel Manager. 
Feb&. Pearce snd Co, Southampton ia: 

one, Elizabeth, Macclesfield, Chester. March 4. Hand, Maccles- 

Girting, Henry Harrison, Northumberland Park, Tottenham, Coal 
Merchant. Feb 3. momen Bose fon, Philpot lane 

Uaonen, Wil liam, Weston-Baper-Mare, Somerset, Keq, Mar 6, Bur- 


Age, Bhaftesh> 
H ae James, W 


, Kesex, Haq, Feb 16. Ramsden and 
Ah , Le eGenhall ot 








== 
Hepworth, Henry, Druid st, Bermondsey. Feb 10. Hughes, g, 
Benev’s place, Gracechurch st J 
Holt, George Alexander Hancock, Cambridge terrace, Hyde Park, Gent, 
Feb 3. Cronin and Rivolta, Southampton st 
Hurlston, James, Souldern, Oxford, Farmer. Marl. Pellatt, Ban. 


b 

Lowe. Martha Casson, Somerset st, Portman sq. Feb 22. Saxton and 
Morgan, Somerset st, Portman sq 

Loveridge,  ecaad Mary, Watford, Hertford. Feb 14, Eagleton 
Chancery !ane 

Manwartar, William, Stretford, Lancaster, Gent. Feb 5, Farrar and 
Hall, Manchester 


Miller, Richard Smith, Eastbourne, Sussex, Esq. March 25, Rixons 
Gracechurch st ’ 
Mitchell, William, Newcastle st, Strand, Druggist. Feb 10. Higiy 


and Arnold, Wellington st, Strand 

Newberry, Henry, Percy st, Tottenham Court rd, Upholsterers 
Trimming Manufacturer, June 24. Goren, South Molton tt, 
Oxford st 

Page, Richard, Lambeth walk, Lambeth, Butcher. Feb 24, Withal} 
and Compton, Gt George st, Westminster 

Ponmay, Jacques, Bucharest, Roumania, Merchant. Feb 3, Crump 
and Son, Philpot lane 

Prescott, Betty, Newton, Lancaster. April 1. Buckton, Warring. 
ton 


Reeves, Rev Jonathan, Beeding, Hurstpierpoint, Sussex, Clerk, fe 
23. Woods and Dempster, Brighton 

Rowley, George Dawson Brighton, Eeq. Marl. Bird and Co, Gray's 
inn-sq 

Short, Henry [Ogle, Bamburgh, Northumberland, Merchant. Mar}, 
Sanderson and Co, Berwick on Tweed 

Smith, William Henry, The Steyne, Acton, Carman. Feb 17, Brown, 
Lincolns-inn-fields 

Snook, John, Stower Provost, Dorsat, 
Shaftesbury 

Walter, Thomat, Spring Garden place, Stepney, Licensed Victualler, 
Mar 1, Lewis and Co, Gracechurch st 


Gent. Mar 6, Burridge, 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, Jan 10, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their{proofs of debts to the Rugistrar, 
%o Surrender in London, 


Walker, Benjamin, and James Walker, Mincing lane, Drysalters, Pet 
Jan 7, Brougham, Jan 22 at 12 


To Surrender in the Country. 


Brannan, Hugh, Gateshead, Spirit Merchant. Pet Jan 8. Mortimer. 
Newcastle, Jan 22 at 11 
Coliins, Frederick, and Henry Smith, Brentford, Builders. Pet Jan4, 


Ruston. Brentford, Jan 22 at 10 ; 

Davies, William, Rock Ferry, Cheshire, Builder. Pet Jan 7. Williams, 
Birkenhead, Jan 31 at 11 

Griffiths, Jabez,and James Griffiths, West Bromwich. Pet Jan 8, 
Watson. Oldbury, Jan 22 at 11 

Henry, David, Hulme, Manchester, Floor Cloth Manufacturer, Pet 
Jan 8. Hulton. Salford, Jan 22 at 11 

Hogg, Robert, Plumstead, Labourer. Pet Jan 7, Pitt-Taylor. Green- 
wich, Jan 28 at 1 

Isherwood, Richard, Liverpool, Greengrocer. Pet Jan 6, Bellringer, 
Liverpool, Jan 22 at 12 

Lea, Thomas Keighley, Manchester, Accountant. 
Manch ester, Jan 27 at I1 

Mercer, Edward, Plumstead, Labourer. Pet Jan 7, Pitt-Taylor. Green 
wich, Jan 28 at 2 


Pet Jan 8. Lister, 


Myers, Isaac, and Elizabeth Myers, Birmingham, Cigar Merchants, 
Pet Jan8. Parry. Birmingham, Jan 22 at3 

Skelton, John Lovatt, Heigham, Norwich, Builder. Pet Jan6. Cooke, 
Norwich, Jan 22 at 12 

Thrift, Valentine, Plumstead, Labourer. Pet Jan 7.  Pitt-Taylor. 
Greenwich, Jan 28 at 1 

Wilkie, Robert, Plumstead, Labourer. Pet Jan 7. Pitt-Taylor. Green- 
wich, Jan 28 atl 


Tuespay, Jan. 14, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Jones, Askew, Gunter grove, West Brompton, Builder. Pet Jan 9 
Hazlitt. Jan 29 at i2 
Maynel!, James Harris, vrs rd, Brixton, out of business. Pet Jaa 
» Hazlitt. Jan 29 at 12. 
Thomas, James, South row, Covent Garden, Market Salesman. Pet Jan 
10, Brougham. Jan 29 atl 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Adie, Charles, Tunbridge Wells, Auctioneer. Pot Jan 11. Cripps 
Tunbridge Wells, Jan 29 at 3 

Ballard, Benjamin Beaken, Chiswick, out of business, Pet Jan 7. 
Winger Wandsworth, Jan 26 at 11 

Bosworth, William, Long Eaton, Derby, Lace Manufacturer. Pet Jan 
10. Weller, Derby, Jan 29 at 12 

Carr, John, Askern, York, Potato Dealer. Pet Jan 9, Wako, Shef- 
fiela, Jan 30 at 1.30 

Cope Joseph, Lewesmoor Wharf, Worcester, Corn Dealer. Pet Jaa 
ll. Crisp, Worcester, Jan 29 at 12 

Dawson, George, Blyth, Northumderland, Grocer. Pet Jan 9. Mot~ 
timer. Newcastle, Jan 24 at IL 

neater, shames, proterl, Builder, Pet Jan 10, Robinson. Brad- 
‘ord, Jan 26 at 

Steains, Charles, Altrincham, Cheshire, Commission Agent, Pet Jaa 

9, Lister, Manchester, Jan 27 at i! 





Westran, William, Shoteld, Licensed Victualler, Pet Jan 9, Wake 
Shefileld, Jan 30 at 1 
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BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Jan. 10, 1879. 
rrost, John, Castleton, Derby, Innkeeper, Jan 3 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Famay, Jan 10, 1879. 

pblett Frederick John, Hansell street, Falcon square, Wh olesale Tie 
Manufacturer. Jan 20 at 2 at offices of Philp, Walbrook 

Allen, Samuel, Sheffield, Solicitor, Jan 23 at 3 at officesof Parker and 
Brailsford, Talbot chambers, North Church street, Sheffield 

Avery, George, Liverpool, out of business. Jan 28 at 2 at offices of 
Tum, Moorfields, Liverpool 

puckhorst, Andrew, Eastbourne, Sussex, Builder. Jan 22 at 1l at 
Railway Hotel, Terminus road, Kastbourne, Kirkland 

jwrett, Barnabas John, Norwich, Stone Mason, Jan 28 at 11 at Duke’s 

Inn, Duke street, Norwich 

Biges, Heary, Stamford street, Blackfriars road, Cash Box Mannfac- 
turer, Jan 31 at2 at offices of Steer and Knight, Basinghall street. 
ysson, North buildings, Finsbury 

Biggs, Henry Fernough. Nottingham, Boot and Shoe Dealer. Jan 28 
at Lat offices of Heath and Son, St Peter’s Church walk, Notting- 





















AA Alfred Stephen, Ware, Hertford, Artist. Jan 29 at 12 at offices 
of Armstrong and Bowers, Fore street, Hertford 4 
Bickith, Hanson‘de la Haye, Basingstoke, Hants, Teacher of Music, 

Jan 23 at 12 at offices of Chandler and Son, Basingstoke 
Boihroyd, Abel, Marsh, near Huddersfield, Yarn Spinner. Jan 23 at 
pat ofces of Laycock and Co, Lion arcade, H uddersfield 
ume, Henry, Edgbaston, Warwick, Builder. Jan 21 at 12 at offices 
of Southall and Co, Waterloo street, Birmingham 
William, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Lodging-house Keeper. Jan 20 
at 2 at offices of Chamberlain, Mostyn street, Llandudno 
, George, Burnley, Lancaster, Grocer. Jan 23 at 3 at offices 
of Nowell, Hargreaves street, Burnley 
Camptell, Robert, North Shields, Beerhouse Keeper. Jan 24 at 12 at 
ofices of Wawn, Barrington street, South Shields 
Card, John, Alder bury, Wholesale Warel Jan 27 at 2 at 
ofices of Philp, Walbrook 
Curr, Cuthbert, Carrs Hill, Gateshead, Rate Collector. Jan22 at 12 at 
oficesof Robson, Townhall, Gateshead 
avston, Abrahom Charles, Mark’s Tey, Essex, Horse Dealer. Jan 
Mat 3 at offices of Goody and Son, North Hill, Colchester 
Clurk, George Frederick Henry, Bury street, St Mary Axe, Gum Mer- 
chant, Feb 3 at 2 at Quildhall Tavern, Gresham street. Beck, East 
India avenue 
Curkson, John, Preston, Drapsr. Jan 25 at 11 at offices of Cooper, 
fox street, Preston. 
Cocker, Robert, Oldham, Bricklayer. Jan 28 at 11 at offices of Fripp, 
Clegg street, Oldham 
Cogwell, James Henry, Newtown, Wilts, Clothier. Jan 23 at 12 at 
ffices of Rodway, Fore street, Trowbridge 
Coleman, William Anderson, Sheffield, Bootmaker. Jan 24 at 2 at 
offices of Taylor, Norfolk row, Sheffield 
Collins, Henry, Canton, Cardiff, Baker, Jan 21 at 11 at offices of Mor- 
gan and Scott, High street, Cardiff 
Cope, Thomas, Hinckley, Leicester, Bootmaker. Jan 31 ‘at 2.30 at 
offices of Wright and Hincks, Belvoir street, Leicester 
Cornish, Edward, Exmouth street, Clerkenwell, Leather Seller. 
il at 2 at offices of Armstrong, Chancery Jane 
Qowbarn, Ann, Blackburn, Glass and China Dealer. Jan 2I at 3 at 
offices of Holland, Northgate, Blackourn 
Crook, Benjamin, Branksome road, Hayter road, Buildar, Jan 18 at 
2at cfiices of Grueber and Jeram, Railway approach, London bridge 
Crosley, Joseph, Rochdale, Confectioner. Jan 24 at 2.30 at offices of 
Brierley, Butts avenue, Rochdale 
Cubitt, Robert John, Hockering, Norfolk, Farmer. 
offices of Chittock and Woods, Bank street, Norwich 
Dickins, William, Bedford, Builder, Jan 22 at 12 at oflices of Conquest 
and Clare, Duke street, Bedford 
Drake, Thomas, Leeds, Warehouseman. Jan 22 at 3 at offices of Lodge, 
Park row, Leeds 
Eaves, David, Liverpool, Common Brewer. Jan 23 at 3 at Law Asso- 
ciation Rooms, Cook street, Liverpool. Lynch and Teebay, Liverpool 
Hmonds, John Henry Kemp, St Oswald road, Fulham, Horticultural 
. Jan 23 at 3 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham street. Van 
Sandau and Cumming, King street, Cheapside 
Bilis, George, Southsea, Hants, Bootmaker. 
Ford, Queen street, Portsea 
Entwistle, James, Wigan, Lancaster, Draper. Jan 25 at 11 at offices of 
France, Church gate, Wigan ’ 
-, Robert Douglas, Vine street, Minories, Provision Merchant. 
Jan 20 at 2 at offices of Rae, Mincing lane 
Frith, John, Swansea, Licensed Victualler. Jan 21 at 11 at offices of 
ey and Co, Fisher street, Swansea. Hartlands and Oo, Swansea 
» John, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, out of business, Jan 23 at Ll at 
idstone Road Inn, Paddock wood, Brenchley. Rogers, Tuabridge 
Gatlick, William, Bath, Wood Dealer, Jan 28 at 11 at offices of Bar- 
trum, Northumberland buildings, Bath 
» Charles, Sutton bridge, Lincoln. Farmer, Jan 22 at 10.30 at 
of Mossop and Mossop, Long Sutton, Lincoln 
}» Edwin, Duke street, London bridge, Wine Merchant, Jan 
37 at 2 at Mason's Hall Tavern, Mason’s avenue, Waring, Borough 


street 
Greetham, Willi . q 3 at ll ° 
et A ae Harrogate, York, Plumber Jan 23 at 11 at offices 


Gritin, Nathaniel, Birmingham, Edge Tool Forger. Jan 20 at 2 at 
of Fallows, Cherry street, Birmingham 
Hargato, Richard, and James Hargate, Masborough, Bootmakers. Jan 
$2 ab 11 at offices of Willis, Church scroet, Rotherham 
Harel}, Alfred, Newport, Monmouth, Builder, Jan 23 at 1) at offices 
of Lioyd, Bank chambers, Newport 
Wilbert, Richard, Leods, Bootmaker, Jan 93 at 11 at offices of Beoke, 
man yeas, Northampton 
» Joseph, Kidderminster, Butcher. Jan 27 at 3.30 at offices of 
Corbet and Co, Church st, Kidderminster 
Jan 92 at 2 at offices of 
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Jan 24 at 12 at 













Jan 28 at 3 at offices of 



















Hodge, Martha, and John Young Hodge, Witton Gilbert, Durha 

_ Dealers. Jan 24 at 11 at offices of Chambers, Sadler st, Des 
am 

Holmes, Richard, and Jonathan Phillips, Burnt Yates, nr Ripley, 

York, Timber Merchants. Jan 21 at 12 at offices of Kirby and Son. 

Knaresbrook , 

Holt, John Smith, Ipswich, Beerhouse Keeper. Feb 3 at 2 at offices of 

Pollard, 8t Lawrence st, Ipswich 

Hooper, John, Torrington, Devon, Miller. Jan 23 at 12 at the Globe 

Hotel, Torrington, Sparkes and Pope, Crediton 

Hornby, John, Wiatringham, York, Farmer. Jan 28 at 11 at offices of 

Simpson, New Malton 

Ingameils, Joseph Henry, Holbeach, Lincoln, out of business. Jan 27 

at 11 at the Chequers Inn, Holbeach. Wilbers, Holbeach 

Jackson, James, Durham, Tile Manufacturer. Jan 27 at ill at offices 
of Chambers, Sadler st, Durham 

Jenkins, David Richard, Pontardulais, Glamorgan, Grocer. Jan 22 at 
1 at oflices of Morgan, York place, Swansea 

Johnson, Joseph, Causeway Green, Oldbury, Beerhouse Keeper. Jan 

24 at IL at offices of Forrest, Church st, Oldbury 

Johnson, Robert, Lee, Kent, Boot Maker. Jan 28 at 2 at offices of 
Copp, Essex st, Strand 

Kendall, Jarvis Kelson, Holborn Viaduct, Manufacturers’ Agent. Jan 
27 at 3 at offices of Maitland, Knight Rider st, Doctors’ commons 

Kenkerdine, Richard, Manchester, Shoe Manufacturer. Jan 22 at 3 at 

the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Edwards and Far- 

rington, Manchester 

Kern, James, Knaphill, Surrey, Carpenter. Jan 2l at3 at the Albion 

Hotel, Woking Station 

Keymer, Ann, Colchester, Innkeeper. Jan 28 at 2 at offices of Jones, 

Townhall chambers, Colchester 

Kirby, William, Eastbourne, Sussex, out of business. Jan 28 at2 at 

the Crown Hotel, Lewes. Waring, Borough High st, Southwark 

Lane, Thomas, Combimere rd, Stockwell, Surrey, Builder. Jan 20 at 

11 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Parke, Warwick court, 

Gray’s inn 

Latty, William Henry, Fortuneswell, Dorset, Hair Dresser. Jan 25 at 

12 at 3 the Crown Hotel, Weymouth. Howard, Melcombe Regis 

Laurie. John, Francis terrace, Carmarthen, Drapsr. Jan2i at 10.15 

at offices of Crow and Co, York st, Manchester. Griffiths, Car- 

marthen 

Laverick, Miriam, and Robert Henry Laverick, Stockton, Durham, 

Toy Merchants. Jan 23 at 12 at offices of Thompson, High st, 

Stockton . 

Lee, Joseph William, Baring st, Hoxton, Contractor. Jan 25 at 11 at 

offices ot Davies, Southampton buildings, Chancery lane 


Lipscombe, William Thomas, Roath, Cardiff, Furniture Dealer. Jan 
20 at 11 at offices of Morgan and Scott, High st, Cardiff 
Lloyd, Owen Robert, Glanconway, Danby, Licensedj Victualler. Jan 


29 at 3 at the Grosvenor Hotel, Chester. James, Llanrwst 
Lloyd, Robert Ellis, Dolgelly, Merione:h, Watch Maker. Jan 3lat 12 
at offices of Davies, Dolgelly 
MacDonnell, Samuel, Offisy, Hertford, Farmer. Jan 20 at 2,30 at 29, 
Park st west, Luton, Beds 
Marshall, George, Walesby, Nottingham, Miller. Jan 24 at 12 at the 
Hop Pole Inn, Ollerton. Marshall, East Retford 
Marshall, William, Eccleshill, York, Sanitary Taube Manufactarer. 
Jan 23 at 10 at the New Inn, Tyrrel st, Bradford. Peel and Gaunt, 
Bradford 
Matcham, A'fced, Gladstone st, Southwark, Surgeon. Jan 20 at 3 at 
the Bridge House Hotel, Borough High st, Southwark. Finch, 
Borough High st 
Mather, Charles, Tewkesbury, Gloucester, Brewer. Jan 27 at 12 at the 
Crown Hotel, Broad st, Worcester. Free, Birmingham 
Mennell, George, Scarborough, York, Cooper. Jan 24 at 10,30 at the 
George Hotel, Whitefriargate, Hul!. Hick, Scarborough 
Messenger, Thomas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Licensed Victaaller, 
23 at 3 at offices of Garbutt, Mosley st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Metcalf, Edward, Accrington, Fruiterer. Jan 30a:3 at tha Railway 
Hotel, Accrington. Sharples, Accrington 
Miller, Samue!, Gateshead, Fruiterer, Jan 27 at 11 at offices of Keenly- 
side and Forster, St John’s chambers, Grainger st west, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne 
Montague, Montague, London Wall, Cigar Merchant. Jan 27at $ at 
the Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Emanuel, Walbrook 
Moritz, Leopold, and Alfred Moritz, Liverpool, Commission Merchants. 
Feb 3 at 2 at offices of Etty, Lord st, Liverpool 
Morris, Marg Elizabeth, Oldbury, Worcester, Milliner. Jan 23 at 12 
atthe Union Hotel, Union st, Birmingham. Shakespeare, Old- 
bury 
Mumford, Charles James, Skirbeck, Lincoln, Market Gardener, Jan 
23 at 22 at offices of Rice and Co, Mainridge, Boston 
Newel, William, Union rd, South Hackney, Grocer. Jan 28 at 2 a 
offices of Carter and Bell, Eastchea: 
Notzke, Richard, White st, Bethnal Green, Boot Manufacturer. Ja 
27 at 11 at offices of Holmes, Finsbury place. Chalk, Moorgate st 
Oakes, Orbdell Willoughby, Piccadilly, Solicitor. Jan 18 at 11 at office 
of Roberts, Coleman st 

Osborn, William, Alham, Somerset, Farmer. Jan 22 at 11 at the 
George Hote), Shepton Mallet. Nalder, Shepton Mallet 

Parker, Margaret, Manchester, Ladies’ Ouifivter, Jan 22 at 3 at offices 
of Simpson, Kennedy st, Manchester 

Parkinson, Joseph, Helmshore, L hire, Brick Maeufacturer. Jan 
22 at 11 at offices of Backhouse, St Joha’s place, Blackdura 

Parry, Rodert, Glanrafon, Dendigh, Farmer, Jan 29 at 11 at offices of 
Davies, Glan Morfa, Rhyl 

Poake, George Cart t, the Wergs, nr Wolverhampton, Farmer, 
Tne as en Ti ob eahssetor bite, Norte st, Wolverhampton 

Perrigo, William Smith, Leods, Leather Seller, Janu Wat 3 at offices 
of Weaton, Park row, Leeds 

Pitohforth, Thomas, Leeds, Painter, Jan 93 at 2 at offices of Pullan, 


Jan 








Hoda, Frederick, Hoxton st, Leather Cutter. 
Grueber and Jeram, Railway approach, London Bridge 


a at, 
, George Alfred, Chatham, Fish Saleaman. Jan 25 at 3 at the Sun. 
Hotel BP A Getee. Shakeepear, Budge row, Caanon at 
Porteus, R oha, Newoastle-upou-Tyne, x Seller, Jan 24 at 
11 at offlces of Keonlyside and Forster, St Joha’s chambers, Grainger 
at west, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 
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Pritchard, Edward, Fenchurch st, Tailor. Jan 22 at 3 at offices of 
Webb, Euston rd Z 
Proctor, Seth, Middle Rasen, Lincoln, Farmer. Jan 17 at 11 at offices 
of P. Flaxengate 
= thai, Pontypool, Grocer. Jan 20 at 12 at offices of 
Dauncey, Albion chambers, New port 
Roberts, Edward Carr, Nottingham, Bleacher. Jan 27 at 12 at offices 
of Brittle, St Peter’s chambers, St Peter’s gate, Nottingham 
Roberts, John, Exeter. Jan 22.at12 at the Devonport Inn, Exeter, 
Floud, Exeter 
Roome, George, and William John Cox, Hackney, Builders. Jan 22 at 
11 at offices of Fulcher, Mare street, Hackney 
Rosenbaum, Harris, White Horse street, Stepney, Clothier. Jan 20 at 
ll at 8 Finsbury square buildings, Chiswell street. Dobson, Duke 
street, Aldgate - 
Rosentall, Woolf, Birmingham, Fruiterer. Jan 23 at 3 at offices of 
Fallows, Cherry street, Birmingham 
Rosser, Chsries, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Innkeeper. Jan 22 at 11 at 
offices of Phillips, Canon street, Aberdare 
Roy, John, Liverpool, Greengrocer. Jan 22 at 12 at officesof Carru- 
thers, Lord street, Liverpool 
Sauer, Sebastian, Clive road, Lower Norwood, Cowkeepor. Jan 18 at 10 
at offices of Grayson, Hunter street 
Savage, Patrick, Newtown, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Jan 23 at 1.30 at 
Indian King Hotel, Roper street, Whitehaven. Benson 
Seamer, William Frederick, Reigate, Surrey, Clothier. Jan 23 at 12 at 
offices of Morrison, Cannon street 
Shaw, Charles Spink, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Jan 23 at 4 at 
offices of Cockayne, Fletchergate, Nottingham 
Sibey, William, North Collingham, Nottingham, Farmer, Jan 29 at 11 
at offices of Page, jun, Flaxengate, Lincoln 
Simmons, John, Henry’s terrace, Mile End, out of business. Jan 20 at 
3 at offices of Parkes, Beaafort buildings, Strand 
Smith, John, Sheffield, Bootmaker. Jan 23 at 2 at offices of Clegg and 
Son, Bank street, Sheffield 
Smith, William Mark, Stapleton, Gloucester, Grocer. Jan {21 at 2 at 
offices of Clifton, Broad street. Bristol 
Snelson, Samue’, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Leicester, Grocer. Jan 23 at 1 
at offices of Dewes and Musson, Market street, Ashdy-de-la-Zouch 
Stephens, John, Fowey, Cornwall, Shipwright. Jan 28 at 1 at offices 
of Wallis, Bodmin 
Stoner, Adolphus, Brighton, Tcbacconist. 
Lamb and Evett, Ship street, Brighton 
Stowell, William, Warrington, Greengrocer. Jan 24 at 1.30 at offices 
of Rigg and Smith, Friarsgate chamters, Warrington 
Stuart, Henry, Rhyl, Flint, Grocer. Jan 31 at 3 at Queen Hotel, Ches- 
ter. Wi'liams, Rhyl 
Hunley, William Henry, Leyton, Essex, Provision Merchant. Jan 27 
at 2 at offices of Dalton and Jessett, Clement’s lane, Lombard street 
Taylor, Thomas, Manchester, Provision Merchant. Jan 28 at 3 at offices 
of Addleshew and Warburton, Norfolk street, Manchester 
Thornes,Joseph, Stockton-on Tees, Game Dealer. Jan 24at 10 at Queen 
Hotel, Micklegate, York. Fawcett 
Thornton, Anne, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Lodging-house Keeper. Jan 
29 at 1 at Queen Hotel, Chester. Chamberlain, Llandudno 
Thornton, Wiliam, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Licensed Vic'ua'ler. 
29 at 12 at Queen Hotel, Chester. Chamberlain, Liandudno 
Tiarks, Charles Phipps, Henry Coates Tickle, and George Francis 
Wright, Star court, Bread street, Merchants. Jan 23 at 2 at Guild- 
hall Tavern, Gresham street. Saxelby and Faulkner 
Tilbury, Frederick Herbert, Penn, Bucks, Farmer. Jan 31 at 3at 
offices of Rawson, High st, High Wycombe 
Trott, Alfred, Bristol, Machinery Broker. 
Phillips, Corn st, Bristol. Sa!mon, Bristol 
Turley, Levi, Hallfields, St«fford, Grocer. Jan 23 at 3 at offices of Stokes 
and Harper, Priory st, Dudiey 
Vickers, Edward Char'es Berthold, and William Edwin Knowles, Comp- 
ton st, Clerker well, Hat Manufacturers. Feb3 at 3 at the Cannon st 
Hotel. Goldberg end Langdon, West st, Finsbury circus 
Waldron, Bens n, Manchester, Ladies’ Underclothing Manufacturer. 
Jan 24at3 at the Thatched House Hotel, Market st, Manchester. 
Evans, Manchest-r 
Walesby, Edmund, Ranby, Lincoln, Farmer. Jan 28 at 3 at the Com- 
mittee Room, Towrhall, Louth. Bell 
Wallace, John William, Swaffham, Norfolk, Coal Merchant. Jan 27 
at 2 at the Great Northern Hotel, Peterborough. Kent, Norwich 
Warvill, Semurl, Provision Dealer. Jan 23 at 2 at offices of Biliinton 
Wormald’s row. Leeds ’ 
Watts, Edmund Thomas, Bishop’s Stortford, Builder. Jan 28 at 2 at 
the George Inn, Bisnvp’s Stortford. Baker, Bishop’s Stortford 
Wanudby, Joseph, Frizinghall, York, Bailder. Jan 24 at 11 at offices 
of Singleton, New Bo th st, Bradford 
Webb, George, Leicester, Grocer. Jan 30 at 2,30 at 7, Belvoir st, 
icester 
Webster, Adam Gardner, Warrington, Tailor. Jan 23 at 3 at offices of 
Mainwaring, Lyme st chambers, Lyme st, Warrington. Ashton and 
Woods, Warrington 
Wells, Bedford, Sxeimersda'e, Lancashire, Joiner. Jan 30 at 11 at the 
® Clarence Hotel, Waligate, Wigan. Stuart, Wigan 
Wells, Jos-ph, sen, Evesham, Worcester, Butcher. Jan 25 at I1at 
wien amen - age dersagnd Evesham 
hale, liam, Sout ields, Grocer, Jan 27 at 3 at offizes t 
King st, South Shi-lds a ieem, 
Whiffin, George, <nd Frederick James Whiffin, Siffron Walden, Essex, 
silders. Jan 29 at 2 at the Castie Inn, St Andrew's st, Cambridge. 
Acland and Son, S«ffron Walden 
WwW Robert Henry, Preston, Agricultural Implement Maker, 


Jan 27 at 3 at offices of 


Jan 


Jan 24 at 2 at offices of 


Jan 24 at 2 at offices of C. ig Prest 
an a! ces oper, Pox st, Preston 
Wildsmi flo 


a o We iat eer om 

Woot dome Teawen, Daun son 22 at Bat offices of Polding 

oa ade -w wel Auctioneer, Jan2lati at the ramen, 

woes boys commons ret nage A at the Duke 
f Devonshire Ina, Bay sty Leicester, Reece and Co, Birmingham 


Wright, Robert Alfred, High st, Homerton, Civil Engineer, j; 
at offices of Anning, Cheapside an A aty 
Tuesp&y, Jan. 14, 1879, 
Abnett, William, and Alban Edward Carr, Maidstone, Builders, Ja 
24 at 11 at offices of Monckton and Co, King st 
Aitken, Thomas, and Andrew Aitken, Pinchbeck, Lincoln, Pur 
Dressers. Jan 29 at 1 at the White Hart Hotel, Spalding, Calthrop, 
Spaldin 
a on Henry, Workington, Cumberland, Grocer. 
offices of Paisley, Bridge st, Workington 
Atkinson, Septimus, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. 
offices of Kewney, Howard st, North Shields 
Austin, William, St A.bans, Hertford, Builder. 
George Hotel, St Albans. Wells, St Albans 
Badger, John, Ludlow, Salop, Maltster and Brewer. Jan 30at Bat the 
Feathers Hotel, Ludlow. Anderson and Davies 
Baines, Thomas, Durham, Innkegper. Jan 24 at 2.at offices of Patrick, 
jun, Newgate st, Bichop Auckland 
Barnes, Thomas, Pensford, Somerset, Gent. Jan 24 at 11 at offices mT 
Salmon. Broad st 
Barnes, William, Haslingden, Lancashire, Wheelwright. Jan 27 at3 at 
offices of Hall and Son, Queen st, Accrington 
Barton, John, Abchurch yard, Tailor, Jan 20 at3 at offices of Brading 
and Hare, Old Broad st 
Batey, Edward, Hebburm New Towa, Durham, Commission Agent 
Feb 3 at 12 at offtces of Wawn, Barrington st, South Shields 
Bebb, George Henry, and Richard Janes Bebb, Walsall, Linen Drapers, 
Jan 24 at 12 atthe Queen’s Hotel, Stephenson place, Birmingham, 
Wilkinson and Gillespie 
Bell, George, Barrow-in-Furness, Draper. Jan 30 at 3 at the Imperial 
Hotel, Cornwallis st, Barrow-in-Furness, Williams, Barrowein. 
Furness 
Best, Adam, Wigan, Engineer. Jan 28 at 3 at offices of Wilson, King 
st, Wigan 
Bevan, Isaiah, Llanel!y, Carmarthen, Clerk, Jan 27 at 11.30 at offices 
of Home, Vaughan st, Llanelly 
Blakeley, Walter, Sandon, Purleigh, Essex, Farmer. 
at offices of Blyth, Chelm-ford 
Bowker, Oliver, High Bentham, York, Saddler. Jan 29 at 1 at the 
Royal Oak Hotel, High Bentham. Thompson, Bentham 
Bracher, William Hawkins, Greit Ormond st, Bloomsbury, Builder, 
Feb 6 at 3 at 269, High Holborn. Lewis and Lewis, Ely place, 
Holborn 
Brooke, William, Lewes, Sussex, out of business. Jan 25 at 10 at the 
Crown Hotel, Lewes. Rash'eizh, Borough, London 
Brown, Samuel, Barnsley, York, Colliery Proprietor. 
offices of Di.b and Co, Regent st, Barn-ley 
Bruges, Thoms George, Lime st, Commission Merchant. 
at offices of Cooper Brothers, George st, Mansion House, 
and Roffey, Old Jewry : 
Byng, John Morice, Wymondham, Leicester, Clerk in Holy Orders, 
Jan 24 at 2 at offices of Ow ton ard Dickinson, Friar lane, Leicester 
Cannell, James, and William Cannel!, Lythim, Lancaster, Builders, 
Jan 27 at 2 at offices of Sherwin and Dean, Lord st, Liverpool 
Carder, Ame'iia, Winsford, Cheshire, Grocer. Jan 25 at 2 at offices of 
Green and Dixor, High st, Winsford 
Carson, John, Longton, Staff rd, Beerhouss Keeper, Jan 23 at 11 at 
offi: es of Tennant aid Co, Cheapside, Hanley 
Chapple, John, Neath, Confectioner. Jan2s at 1 at the Merchants’ 
Association, Broad st, Bristol. Morgan, Neath 
Charles, Joseph, Gainsborough, Linco n, Builter, 
offices of Burton and Son, Market «t, Gainsborough 
Charlesworth, William, John Edward Charlesworth, and James 
Charesworth, Kingst-n-upon-Hul], Provision Merchants, Jan 22 
at 2 at the Imperial Hore!, Parazon st. Stamp and Co, Hall 
Clarke, Abraham , Sunderland, Grocer. Jan 27 at 11 at offices of 
Bowey and Brewis, Fawcett st, Sinderland 
Claxton, John, Great Fransham, Norfelk, Farmer. Jan 31 at 11.80 
at Green’s Private Hotel, Kast Dereham. Cooper and Norgate, East 
Dereham 
Ciewer, Charles, Great Chapel st, Oxford st, Carpenter. Jan 22 at Sat 
3 at offices of Lewis, Old Broad st 
Coeks, Hannah, Droylesden, Luncashire, Stone Mason. Jan 30 at 3 at 
the Commercia! Hotel, Brown st, Manchester. Duckworth, Man- 


Tan 30 at Ly 
Jan 27 at 8 at 
Jan 23 at 3 at the 


Jan 31 at 12,30 


Jan 28 at lat 


Feb 3 at3 
Abrahams 


Jan 27 at ll a 


at the Queen’s Hotel, Leds. Jack-on, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Cookson, John, Meridon, nr Coventry, Nurseryman. Jan 24 at 2atthe 
Sadler gate, Verby. Hextall, Derby 
Jan 21 at 1lat 
Cox, Edwin, Ordnance rd, 8t John’s Wood, Builder. 
offices of Burtin, King st, Manchester 
Orighton, William, and Charies Edwin Crighton 
Feb 6 at 11 at the Incorporate! Law 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Davies, Richard Th mus, Nevill rd, stoke Newington, out of business, 
of Lioyd, High 
Longbottom, Halifax 
Jan 31 at 12 a 


chester 
Cooke, Thomas, Joyce Pool, Warwick, Coal Merchant. Jan 28 ab 12 
Castle Hotel, Brosdzate, Coventry. Bower and Co, Birmingham 
Corbishiey, George, Hanley, Stafford, China Gilder. 
Jan 31 at 4 at 
269, Holborn. Yorke, Warwick at, Regent st 
Crighton, George, Waterloo, caren Shipwright. Jan 27 at 11 at 
Tyne, Wine Merchants, 
Pnilipson, 
Carrey, William, Manchester, Photographer. 
8 
Ja 24 at 12 at offices of Oannon King wc 
hae 
Dearden, Hannah, J«mes D arden, and David Dearden, Elland or, 
Dester, Joseph, Bingham, sorhahen, Chemist, 
D. deson, John, Venwn, Lanvas'ire, Boot Dealer. Jan 28 at 8 at offices. 





Cohen, Joseph, Kingston-upon-Hull, Tobacco Merchant. Jan 28 at 2 
at the Woolpack Hotel, Warwick. Hesp, Warwick 
Cooper, George, Derby, Seed Merchant. Jan 2s at3 at the Bell Hotel, 
' offices of Bishop, Bank chambers, Hanley 
Orank«haw, Edward, Biac: pool, Lodging house keeper, Jan 24 at 3 at 
offices of Pierce, Castle st, Liverpoo 
Newcastle-upon- 
Society’s Rooms, Royal arcade, Nowcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Jan 23 at 3 at offices of 
Dawaen and Pennington, Wood «, Bolton 
heapside 
Daves, Thomas, Gilt-chwen, Cardigan, Hosier, Feb 3 at 3 at. offless 
Halifax. Jon 27 at lt at the White Swan Hotel, Princess st, Halifax 
offices of Fraser, Wheeler gatv, Noitingham 
(f Hay ner and Turner, Buoth st, Manchester 
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= 
William Bottom, Union st, Southwark, Builder. Feb 4 at 2at 
ro of Court Hotel, Lincoln’s inn fields. urdes, Chancery 


the 
ine 
William John, Wyndbam rd, Corn Chandler. Jan 
neat offices of Nind, Arbour st, East Stepney 
Joseph, Wolverhampton, Japanner, Jan 30 at 3 at offices of 
, ueer’s chambers, North st, Wolverhampton 
pivards, James, Abergavenny, Ironfounder.. Jan 27 at 11 at offices of 
gander, Abergavenn: 
Biiott, James, Wimbledon, Surrey, Stationer. Feb 1 at 12 at offices of 
Ladbroke grove rd, Notting bill 
Aled, f Leeds, Provision Merchant. Jan 27 at 3 at offices of 
Dale, ee Fountaine st, Albion st, Leeds 
furington, Thomas, Wolverhampton, Boot Dealer. Jan 25 at 11 at 
ofices of Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverhampton — 
Futters, Abraham, nutsford, Cheshire, Builder. Jan 17 at 3 at 
offices ot Potter and Lowe, Mosley st, Manchester 
syod, John, Crewe, Cheshire, Beer Retail Jan 23 at 3 at the 
Adelphi Hotel, Crewe. Pointon, Crewe 
Gibert, James, Barnsley, York, General Dealer. Jan 30 at 11 at offices 
of Marshall and Ownsworth, Church st, Barnsley - 
quidard, George, Newbury, Berks, Coal Merchant. Jan 27 at 2 at the 
White Hart Hotel, Newbury. Lucas, Newbury 
, George Kirby, West Torrington, Lincoln, Tailor, Jan 29 
stii at offices ot Chambers, Market Rasen 
Greenwood, James, Todmorden, York, Contractor. Jan 27 at 11 at the 
White Hart Hotel, Todmorden. Eastwood, Todmorden 
Grindle, Henry, Laneham, Nottingham, Farmer. Jan 30 at li at 
offices of Ma'shall, Chapel Gate, East Retford 
Gunther, Hermann, and Jennings Grinseli Foord, Bishopsgate st within, 
(ommission Merchants. Jan 27 at 4 at offices of Foord, Pinner’s 
Hall, Old Broad st 
William, South Shields, Cabinet Maker. Jan 28 at 2.30 at 
the Royal Hotel, Ocean rd, South Shields, Purvis, South Shields 
Gay, Albert James, Southsea, Hants, Builder. Jan 25 at 10.30 at the 
Royal Oak Hotel, Queen st, Portsea. Goble, Fareham 
, George Francis, Lickey, Worcester, Farmer. Jan 31 at 11.30 
at the Golden Cross Hotel, High st, Bromsgrove. Saunders, Broms- 





ron, Christion, Duke st, Aldgate, Boarding house keeper. Jan 25 
at 12 at offices of Innes and Son, Billiter House, Billiter st 

Hardy, — Oldham, Builder. Jan 29 at 3 at offices of Fripp, Clegg 
wat, Oldbam 

mh, James, Kegworth, Leicester, Lace Manufacturer. Jan 29 at 
atthe George Hoto!, George st, Nottiagham. Welis aud Hind, 
Notting am 

Harlow, John, Ashbourne, Derby, Tailor. Feb 3 at 3 at the Bell Hotel, 
Sadler Gate, Derby. Hextall, Derby 

Hastings, William, jun, Corwen, Merioneth, Innkeeper. Jan 24at 11 
atthe Owen Glyntwr Hotel, Corwen. Louis and Edwards 

Heseitine, Thomas Whitton, Kirkby Malzeard, York, Inukeeper. Jan 
Sat 12 at offices of Bateson and Hutchinson, Harrogate 

Hockey, Charle-, Henstringe, Somerset, Butcher, Jan 23 at 3 at the 
Antelope Hotel, Sherborne. Davies, Shervorne 

Hodges Edward Lewton, Deal, Kent, Shipping Clerk. Jan 30 at 12 at 
the Beli Hotel, Sandwich. Hall, Deal 

Hodgetts, Charles, Halesowen, Worcester, Greeer. Jan 2 at 2 at 

ees of Waldron, High st, Brierley Hill, S:afford 

Holland, James, Gateshead, Durham, Grocer. Jan 29 at 2 at 32, 
Grairger st West, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Chartres and Co, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne 

Holmes, Robert John, Snaith, York, Corn Merchant. Jan 25 at 11 at 
offices of Lodge, Wood st, Wakefield 

Hoguck, John, Levenshulma, Lancashire, out of business. Jan 25 at 
Mat the Clarendon Hotel, Oxford st, Manchester. Tremewen, Manu- 

rer 

Hume, John, Byker, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Fu'niture Broker. Jan 
Mat li at offices of Hocge, Union chambers, Grainger st West 

Hurrell, Richard, and Wiliam Hurrell, Shertord, Devon, Farmers. 
Jan 27 at 3.30 at the Kings Arms Hotel, Kingsbridge. Hurrell, 


idge 
Jordan, Henry, and Hewson Jordan, Horncastle, Lincoln, Brick- 
ikers, Jan 27 at 2 at the Masonio Hall, Bank st, Horncastle. 
Clitherow, Hornessile 
Kerr, Charles Penton, Liverpeo!, Clothier. Jan 28 at 3 at offices of 
Pemberton and Oo, Law As-ociajion buildings, Liverpool 
, Thomas, Germoe, Cornwall, Grocer. Janu 28 at 2 at offices of 
Dale, Church st, Helston 
n, John, Penzance, Sailmaker. Jan 27 at 2 at offices of Dale, 
Chapel st, Penzance 
Lee, James Christopher, Derby, Draper. Jan %9 at 3 at the Bell Hotel, 
Sadler Gate, Derby, Hextail, Derby 
Litherland, John, sen, and John Litherland, jun, Winsbill, Derby, 
» Jan 25 at 11 at offices of Jennings and Burton, Bridge st, 
Burton-upon-Trent 
Lowe, James, Shir'oy, nr Birmingham, Auctioneer, Jan 27 at 3 at the 
Ho'el, Temple row, Birmingham. Parry, Birmingham 
) William, Blackburn, Surgeon, Jan 25 at 2 at offices of 
Tattersall, Richmond terrace, Blackburn 
ws, Joseph, Tavistock, Devon, Engineer, Jan 27 at 12 at the 
Bedford Hotel, Tavistock. Nicholls, Callington 
» Alexander, and Hector McNeile, John st, Pentonville, Patent 
hee! Manufacturers, Jan 29 at }2at the Cannon st Hoiel, Lowless, 
and Co, Martin’s lane, Cannon at 
Mills, John, Droylsden, Lancashire, Joiner, Jan 28 at 3 at the Com- 
— Hotel, Brown at,’Manchester. Duckworth, Manchest er 
tehell, Thomas, Sunderland, Bootmaker, Jan 25.atl0 at ofices of 
» High st west, Sunderi!and 
Mitcheison, J: ho Brampton, Cumberland, Grocer, Jan 29 at 3 at 
Ramsbay and Mole, Brampton 
M * Charles, Liverprol, Book-keeper. Jan 27 at 8 at 
q,dttices of Jones.and Pride, No th John st, Liverpool 
Jane, Tunstall; Boot Dealer, Jan 28 at 12at offices of Cooper’ 
ant John sty Tunstall. Sherratt, Tunstall 
‘Nathen, Teaac, Walwortn rd, Clothier, Jan 22 at 11 at the Masons 


Nelson, Edward, Kirkgate, York, Clothier. Jan 30 at 11 at offices 
Armitage, Lord st, Huddersfield 20d 
Newman, Robert George, Little Ormond yd, Queen’s sq, Coach Painter 
Jan 31 at 2 at offices of Brighten and Co, Bishopsgate st without 
Tet James Joseph, Chapter st, Westminster, out of business. 
Feb 1 at 12 at offices of Harvey and Co, Basinghall st. Haynes and 
Sons, Devereux ct, Temple 
Paine, Alfred John, Robinson rd, Victoria pk, Omnibus Proprietor. 
Jan 23 at 2'et the Union Tavern, Vivian rd, Old Ford 
Palmer, Frederick Charles, Wigan, Builder, Jan 28 at 10.30 at offices 
of Wilson, King st, Wigan 
Pafson, William Murray, Bristol, Surgeon Dentist. Jan 24 at 2 at 
= Tricks and Co, City chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol. Jacques, 
isto! 
Pascoe, Edward, Helston, Cornwall, Tailor, Jan 28 at 11 at offices of 
Dale, Church st, Helston 
Pearce, John, Priddy, Somerset, Farmer. Jan 23 at 12 at offices of 
Benson and Carpenter, Bank chambers, Corn st, Bristol ; 
Pollard, Charles, Blackburn, Grocer. Jan 28 at 11 at offices of Back- 
house, St John’s place, Blackburn 
Pratt, George Henry, York, Grocer. Feb 3 at 2 at 4, Arthur st east. 
Max and Co, Adelaide pl, London bridge 
Price, Edward Ditcher, Albauy st, Regent’s pk, out of business. Jan 
24 at 12 at 4, Arthur st east. Coxwell, Martin’s lane, Cannon st 
Prosser, James, Balsall heath, Worcester, Builder. Jan 24 at 3 at 
Offices of Rowlands, Corporation chambers, Ann st, Birmingham 
Putland, William George, Beehive passage, Leadznball market, 
Poulterer. Jan 22 at2 at offices of Parke, Warwick c', Gray’s inn 
Reeves, Thomas, Derby, Cigar Merchant. Jan 30 at 3 at the Bell 
Hotel, Sadir gate, Derby. Hextail, Derby 
Reid, John, jun, Hartlepool, Licensed Victualler. Jan 28 at 10 at 
offices of Barron, High row, Darlington 
Reid, William, and Duncan Brown, Manchester, Leather Goods Manu- 
facturers. Jan 27 at 3 at offices of Fox, Princ+ss st, Manchester 
Ribbans, Edwin Charles, Neecham Market, Suffolk, Tinman. Jan 27 
at 11 at offices of Hayward and Sons, Needham Market 
Riley, Alfred, Nottingham, Lace Maker. Jan 27 at 4 at offices of Cock- 
ayne, Fletchergate, Nottingham 
Robertson, John James, Woolston, Hants. Tailor. Jan 27 at 12 at offices 
ot Read and Co, Qaeen Victoria st. Watts, Southampton 
Rothschild, Voss Joseph, Birmingham, Watch Manuficturer. Jan 27 
at 12 at offices of Hodgson and Haigh, Wate:loo st, Birmingham 
Schuler, Isidor, Hatton garden, Jew lier. Feb 5 at3 at offices of 
Pritchard and Co, Painser’s Wall, Little Trinity lane 
Scowen, William Robert, Upper st, Islington, Builder. Jan 30 at 2at 
offices of Swaine, King st, Cheap ide 
Shaw, John Charles, Halifax, Machinist. Jan 27 at 3 at the White Lion 
Hotel, silver st, Haliiax. Booeock, Halifax 
Simco, George, Paul st, Stratford, Veterinary Surgeon, Jan 23 at 4 at 
19, Worship st, Finsbury. Fenton, Highgate 
Simpson, George John Robert, Chester, Cattle Food Manufacturer. 
Jan 31 at 3 at offices of Ellis, Eastgate st, Chester 
Sirett, Thomas, Slough, Buckirghsm, Grocer. Jan 29 at 3 at offices of 
Grain and Nazer, Castle st, Holborn 
Smeeton, John, Lincoln, Tailor. Jan 25 at 11 at offices cf Toynbee and 
Co, Bank st, Lincoln 
Smi'h, Edward Charles, and Simon Gardiner, Liverpool, Wine Mer- 
chants. Jan30 at 2 at 14, Cook st, Liverpool. Pemberton and Co, 
Live: pool 
Smith, E¢win, Woodsetton, nr Dudley, out of business. Jan 24 at 11 
at offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 
Smith, John, Lindley, Leicester, Farmer. Jan 31 at"11 at offices of 
Slingsby, Newdegate st, Nuneaton 
Smith, Peter, Bolton, Builder. Jan 27 at 3 at the Swan Hotel, Brad- 
shawgate, Belton, S.mpson, Manchester 
Smith, Rigby Davies, Bishopsgate st without, Boot Dealer. Jan 30 at 
1t at the Masons’ Arms Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. 
Chalk, Moorg:te st 
Smyv, Alfred, Hacheston, Suffolk, Hawker. Jan 27 at 2 at offices of 
Mills, Elm st, Ipswich 
Statham, Tom, Lozells, Birmingham, Builder. Jan 25 at 10.15 at 
offices of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Stead, Lydia, and Edward Inman, Pen ‘leton,|Lancashire, Weighing 
Machine Manufacturers. Feb 7 at 3 at offices of Sale and Co, Booth 
st, Manchester 
Stockwell, Charles, Gloucester, Greengrocer. Jan 24 at 10.30 at offices 
of Franklin, Ber&ley st, Gloucester 
Stonehouse, Richard, Hulme, Greengrocer. Jan 27 at 3 at offices of 
Cobbett and Co, Brown st, Maschester 
Taylor, James, Manchester, Licensed Victualler. Feb 3 at 3 at offices 
of Heath and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 
Terry, John Edward, Faversham, Kent, Coach Builder. Jan 29 at 
10.45 at offices of Gibson, High st, Sittingbourne 
Timewell, George Jsmes, Briscol, Boot Manufacturer. Jan 27 at 2at 
offices of Sibly, Exchange west, Bristol 
Tobitt, Harry, Horsmonden, Kent, Farmer. Jan 30 at 3 at offices of 
Boyes and Child, Poultry. Downing, Basinghal! st 
Too’e, James, Ruabon, Dendigh, Shopkeeper. Jan 27 at 12 at offices of 
Acton and Bury, Chester st, Wrexham 
Tophe, Haro'd, Remington st, City rd, Clock Maker, Jan 23 at 3 at 19 
Worship st. Fenton, Highgate 
Truman, Thomas George, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer, Jan 4 at 2 at 
offices of Sibly, Exchange west, Bristol 
Veysey, Charles, Mount Radford, Exeter, Commercial Traveller. Jan 
30 at 2 at offices of Southcott, Oi Post Office st, Exeter, Ford, 


Exeter 
Yadsworth, William, Bradford, Worsted Spinner. Jan 24 at Ll at 
oftices of Wood and Co, Commereial Bank buildings, Bradford 
dy Ambrore, Althorne “Essex, Blacksmith. Jan 28 atl at the 
Lion Inn, Latohingden, Scarlett and surthery 
White, James Benjamin, Lowertof?, Grocer. Jan 29 at 3 at offices of 
Kent, St Andrew's Hal Prain, Norwiwh 
on, George, Kirmingham, Diaper, Jan 24 at £2 at offices of Kaden 
Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Wilson, John, Manninghim, York, Commission Agent, Jan 20atll 
at offices of Cox, Weilngton-oramers, Westgate, Bradford 





eal Tavern; «Masons? avenue, Basinghall ¥t, Dobson; Duke: st, 


Standriog, Yorkshire s8,, 


Worark, Samuel, Roobdele, Coufectioner. Jan 29 at 4 at offices of: 
Rochdale 
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Woodward, Thomas, and Charles Fletcher, Shambles, Worcester, 
Provision Merchants, Jan 24 at 12 at offices of Corbett, Avenue 
House, The Cross, Worcester 








Farrar and Hall, Fountain st, Manchester 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 
Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aad Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoATINA A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
be Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 

ibited. 
In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


























PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR. G. H. JONES, 
‘ SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 


Will be glad to forward his new Pamphlet gratis and post-free, which 
explains the only perfectly painless system of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), wh ich 
have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853.—Consultation daily free. 


EDE AND 50N 


ROBE BER MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c, 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY CLERGY GOWNS, 20 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


. This day, 16th edition, crown 8vo, 6s. 8d., cloth (postage 6d.) 
‘VERY MAN’S OWN LAWYER.—A Handy 
Book of the Principles of Law and Equity. By A BARRISTER. 
Revised to the end of last Session, com prising Summaries of the Bills 
of Bale Act, the Weights and Measures Act, the Public Health Act, the 
Matrimonial Causes Act (as to Aggravated Assaults upon Wives), &. 
* A useful and concise epitome of the law.”— Law Magazine.” 
“A complete epitome of the laws of this country thoroughly ir- 
telligible to non-professional readers,””—* Bell’s Life.” 
Caossy Locxwoop & Co., 7, Stationers’, Hall-court, London, E.C. 




































LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 
sertior of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 
sapport.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and thestrictest 
eare and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for adverstise 
ment and file of “‘ London Gamtte’ kept, By appointment. 


Ke Hans LL WHISKY, 


















IZ INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Pure, Mild and 
Mellow, Delicious and most Wholesome. Universally recom- 
by the Pr fessi The Cream of Old Irish Whiskies, 
INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Dr. Hassall says— 
_™ “Soft and Mellow, Pure, well Matured, and of very excellent 
4 ¢ 
INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Gold Medal, Paris 


Exhibition, 1878 ; Dublin Exhibition, 1665, the Gold Medal. 20, 
Great Titchfield Street, London, 
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Wroe, Henry, Eccles, Lancashire, Grocer. Jan 27 at 3at offices of | ment. He must be well acquainted with Chancery and 


— 
AW.—Wanted, in the Office of the Town Olerk of: 


Birmingham, a Solicitor as Managing Clerk in the Le 


gal Depart. 

Common Lay 

Practice, and have a knowledge of Conveyancing, and tha Toating 
work of a Solicitor’s Office, A knowledge of Sanitar 


Magisterial Proceedings is essential. Salary £400 per pr Mas > 
cations, stating age, and previous occupations, and accompanied b 
testimonials, to be sent in on or before 11th February, 1879, addresses 
to Tae Town Cuurk, Birmingham. 


A SOLICITOR can recommend a Lad (15) who 


has earned for himself a first-rate character for 
willingness, and honesty.—Address, X. Y. Z., MM, Ordnance-terracs, 
Chatham. 








7” . . . . PME 

ANTED, immediately, in a Solicitor’s Office, a 

Clerk accustomed to make out Bills of Costs, possess; a 

knowledge of account keeping, and of the ordinary routine of office 

work, and ready to aid in the general work of the office.—Apply, ata. 

ad — required, to Messrs. Cararn & WILLDERS, Solicitors, Ho}. 
ach. 





i — 
Perens. INTERMEDIATH, and FINAL 
EXAMINATIONS for SOLICITORS.—The Author of severa? 
well-known works, who has, during the last ten years, passed a very 
large number of pupils, many of whom have taken High Honours, 
including the Clifford’s Inn Prize, PREPARES CANDIDATES, how 
ever defective their knowledge may be, very speedily. References to 
Judges, Queen’s Ccunsel, Members of the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society, and past and present pupils.—Address, Tempxar, cate 
of Messrs. Butterworth, 7, Fleet-atreet, Her Mayesty’s Law Publishers, 


R. T. BATEMAN NAPIER, CLIFFORD’. 

. INN PRIZEMAN, Winner of the Law Society’s ONLY 

SCHOLARSHIP, and CONVEYANCING GOLD MEDALIST, 1876, 

reads with Gentiemen for the PRELIMINARY, INTERME DIATE, and 
FINAL. Private Pupils. Honour Class taken separately. 

Classes for the April Examinations commence reading in January, 

1, Mirre CovaT Buripines, Kine’s Bencn Wark. Tempe, EC, 


AW EXAMINATIONS.—Mr. Axzerr Sr. Pars. 


(M.A. Oxon), Solicitor, prepares gentlemen for their Preliminary, 
Intermediate, and Final Examinations, either privately, or in class, 
Resident pupils received.—Address, 11, Staple-inn, London, W.0, 


AW EXAMINATIONS.—Preparation for Pre- 

liminary, Intermediate, Final Solicitors’—London University 

Arts and Law Degrees—either by class, private lesson, or correspond- 
ence.—H. J. Bowen, 4, Stone-bui!dings, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


'—YO SOLICITORS, BARRISTERS, ACCOUNT. 

ANTS, ARCHITECTS, INSURANCE OFFICES, PUBLIC 
COMPANIES, and Others.—Important suites of offices to Let in that 
imposing building known as Lonsdale Chambers, No, 23, Chancery- 
lane, comprising sets of two, three, five, and eight rooms, and single 
rooms if desired, all lofty and well lighted, approached by noble stair- 
cases, and divided by well-arranged, spacious corridors; building fire 
proof; patent lift; every sanitary convenience. Night and day 
Watchmen provided. Strong rooms can be had.—Application to Mr. 
Gro, Beckett, Surveyor, Estate Offices on the premises. 

















BOROUGH OF BIRMINGHAM. 
ge Corporation is prepared to ACCEPT LOANS 


of £100 and upwards, on security of ths Local Rates, at £34 per 

cent., repayable at any time on six months’ notice; or for periods of 
from three, four, or five years at £4 per cent. per annum, The Iateress 
payable half-yearly, . 

Offers of Loans to be addressed to 

WILLIAM R. HUGHES, Treasurer, 
Treasurer’s Department, 23, Union-street, 
6th September, 1876, 


EEDS CORPORATION CONSOLIDATED 
FOUR PER CENT. DEBENTURE STOCK.—Applications are 
invited for investment in the above security.—Full particulars may be 
obtained from Messrs. Frepertck Bansuay & Sons, Bartholomew- 
jane, London ; or Mr. Wa. Derry, Borough Accountant, Leeds. 





Sales for the Year 1879. 


ESSRS. FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, CLARK, 

& CO. beg to announce that the following DAYS have been 
fixed for their SALES for the ensuing year, to be held at the AUC- 
TION MART, Tokenhouse-yard, opposite the Bank of England, but 
ether appointments for Special Sales can be arranged :— 





Wednesday, Jan. 15 | Wednesday, May 21 Wednesday, July 23 
Wednesday, Jan. 29 Friday, May 23 Friday, July 25 
Wednesday, Feb. 12 | Wednesday, Jane 4 | Wednesday, July 30 
Friday, Feb, 28 Friday, June 6 Wednesday, Aag. 6 
Wednesday, March 6 | Wednesday, June 11 | Wednesday, Aug. 13 
Wednesday, March 12 | Wednesday, June 18 Friday, Aug. 29 
Friday, March 28 Friday, June 20 Wednesday, a 10 
Wednesday, April 9 Wednesday, June 25 | Friday, Sept. 2 
Friday, April 18 Friday, June 27 Wednesday, Oct. 8 
Friday, April 25 Wednesday, July 2 | Wednesday, Oct. 22 
Friday, May Friday, July 4 Friday, Oct. 31 
Wednesday, May 7 ednesday, July 9 Wednesday, Nov. 5 
Friday, May Friday, July 1) Wednesday, Nov. 10 
Wednesday, May 14 Wednesday, Joly 16 Friday, Des. 5 
Friday, May 16 Friday, July 18 Wednesday, Deo. 17 





Nos. 6 and 6, Lancaster-place, Strand, W.O., and 18, Old Broad- 





, W. 
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sé FiGAL & GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY 
me , 
po (Empowered by Act of Parliament.) 
~ App) 
ied by 10, FLEET STREET, TEMPLE BAR. 

sed 
ye Trustees. 
ian, tus Riout Hon. THE LORD CHANCELLOR. ROBERT _BAYLY FOLLETT, Esa., late Taxing 
terrace, tas Ricut Hon. LORD HATHERLEY. é Master in Chancery. 

tas RickT Hon. LORD COLERIDGE, Lord Chief FREDERICK JOHN BLAKE, Esa. 
eae Justice, C.P. WILLIAM WILLIAMS, Esa. 
fice, a MES PARKER DEANE, Ese., Q.C., D.C.L. 
rene Directors. 
> State BACON, The Hon. Vice-Chancellor. | GREGORY, Gzorce Burrow, Esa., M.P. 
3, Hol. BAGGALLAY, The Right Hon. The Lord Justice. | HARRISON, Cuartes, Jun., Esq. 
LOPES, The Hon. Mr. Justice. 


BLAKE, Freperick Joun, Esa. 





















NAL CARLISLE, Wriui1aM Tuomas, Esa. | MARKBY, Atrrep, Esq. 
(CHICHESTER, J. H. R., Esa. MILLS, Ricuarp, Esq. 
ng DART, JosepH Henry, Eso. | PEMBERTON, Henry Letau, Ese. 
ren, DEANE, James Parker, Esa., Q.C., D.C.L. RIDDELL, Sir W. Bucuanan, Bart. 
how. DB GEX, Joun P., Esa., Q.C. |  SALTWELL, Witx1am Henry, Esq. 
es {9 DICKINSON, James, Ese., Q.C. | SMITH, The Right Hon. Sir Montacue E. 
rated §LLIS, Epmunp Henry, Esa. WILLIAMS, C. Reynotps, Esq. 
be FOLLETT, Ropert Barty, Esa., late Taxing Master | WILLIAMS, Wrutiam, Esq. 
neal in Chancery. YOUNG, Henry Tuomas, Esq. 
D'S. FRERE, Bante J. Lavuriz, Esa. | 
LY Solicitors.—Messrs. DOMVILLE, LAWRENCE, GRAHAM, & LONG. 
876, 
» and 
ary, FINANCIAL POSITION on Ist January, 1878. 
EC Baisting Assurances .. «2 «s 8 oo «+ £4,821,000 BERR TURES 50. 00, ae 00: ce «e. oc SED 
— Reversionary Bonus thereon.. ., .. «2 +. 695, Memmtemoe BONE ne 06 cs sci ce ce ce ES 
"AU. Assurance Claims and } 3.008.000 Share Capital, fully subscribed .. .. .. «. 1,000,000 
we Bonus paid Pe «Se Oe alae eee (Pagep wc sc es ee SIRO 
é SECURITY.—Higher reserves against policy liabilities are maintained by the Institute of Actuaries’ Tables of Mortality, 
eee which are employed by this Society, than by any other in recognised use (See Government Schedules). 
le= BONUS.—Nine-tenths of the total Profits divisible every five years amongst the Assured. ‘The recent Division averages 
sity $84 per £1,000 policy. 
nd- Parliamentary Accounts, Bonus Report, Proposal Forms, and full information will be forwarded on application to 
“ E. A. NEWTON, Actuary and Manager. 
To _ nr —————— — —— 
at ORTHERN COUNTIES OF ENGLAND FIRE T HE AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
rye INSURANCE COMPANY (LIMITED). Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 
se Head Office: Fennell -street, Manchester. HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
re Capr1taL—ONE MILLION STERLING. Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
+f PAID-UP and INVESTED- - - - - £230,000 F 2 a — — ; 
. 'URRENT CCOUNTS are Kept at the Hea ce on the terms cus-- 
Belng the “Eesti in the wee poo — bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
a ance does not fa elow e 
ANNUALINCOME upwardsof - - - ~- £100,000 Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :~ 
3 The Northern Counties of England, being essentially a Non-Tariff At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
Company, is in no way bound by the fixed rates of the Tariff Companies, For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 
bot rates each risk oa its own individual merits, giving every eon- upon, 
| sideration to superiority in construction and management, and making BI1ts issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any ofthe Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 


4 liberal allowance for fire-extinguishing appliances. 
Surveys made and Rates quoted Free of Charge. 
Special terms allowed to Solicitors for the introduction of Business. 
JAMES E, CRABTREE, General Manager. 


HE TRUSTEES’, EXECUTORS’, and AGENCY 
COMYANY, LIMITED, MELBOURNE, VICTORIA, 


The Company will act as Trustees or Executors, or as Agent for 
Trustees, or Executors, or for Principals, who, from absence, ill-hea lvh, 
crother cause, are unable or unwilling to act for themselves; and in 
this capacity wil! receive and pay over as directed legacies, annuities, 
dividends, rents, interest on debeatures or mortgag3s, and will sell or 
ket landed property. 

Referees in London :— 

Bank oF AusTRaAtasia, Threadneedle-street; and 
a eenen & Mackenzts, Solicitors, 1, Delahay-street, West- 
minster, 








AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
4 COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 


The Funds in hand and Capital subscribed amount to upwards of 
£1,500,000 sterling. 


Chairman—James Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build 
ing, Temple, 
Deputy-Chairman—O, Psmpenton, Esq. (Lee & Pombertons), Solicitor 
44, Lincoln’s-inn-fielde, 


Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
The Directors invite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
free trom all conditions, 
Re he Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
versions, whether absolute or contingent, 
buses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 








FRANK M'GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 





for collection. 

Sates AND Purcnasts effected in British and foreign securities, in 
ae India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same under- 
taken. 

Interest drawn and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency, 
British and Indian transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairmap 


ISHOPSGATE-STREET. — Spacious Suite of 

Offices on the first floor to be Let ata very low rental, admir- 

ably adapted for a professional firm.—Harvey & Davips, 117, Bishops- 
gate-street, Cornhill. 


INCOLN’S-INN-CHAMBERS, No. 40, Chancery- 
lane.—To be Let, on the ground floor, the suite of light and lofty 
offices, with large lobby entrance, enclosed with plate glass and 
mahogany doors, recently occupied by Vice-Chancellor Bacon, com- 
prising three rooms, one room about 16fc. by 28ft. Rent £175 per 
annum, to commence Ladyday next.—Apply to the Porter on the 
premises, or to Messrs. F. Carrrerten & Co., 38, Chancery-lane. 


Te BARRISTERS and OTHERS.—A Suite of four 

excellent rooms (three large light front and one clerk's room), 
with exclusive use of lavatory and W.C.,to Let in LAW COURTS 
CHAMBERS, 33, Chancery-lane, suitadle for two or three barristers 
or a professional gent! Non-residential. Rent £90 per annum, 
including rates and taxes, Rent to commence as from Lady-day next. 
—Apply to Mr. Ronsar Warson, 37, Cursitor-street, Chancery-lane, 
E.c, 




















CS SERVICE COMMISSION.—Open Compe- 

tition in London for a Junior Clerkship in the Odice of Woods, 
February 18. Age 20—30. Candidates must have served three years 
in @ solicitor’s office. Commencing salary £150.—For forms of appiica- 
tion address Tax Secrerary, 
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HAYNES, JEFFERIS, & CO, 


(LIMITED). 


Incorporated under the Companies’ Acts, 1862, 1867, and 1877, 
whereby the liability of the shareholders is limited to the 


amount of their shares. 


Capital £35,000 in 3,500 shares of £10 each. 


Payable £2 10s. per share on application, £2 10s. per share on 
allotment, and the remaining £6 per share, by'two or moro in- 
stalments, at intervals of not less than three months” between 
each call, and of which twenty-eight days’ notice will be given. 
Interest at the Bank of England rate will be allowed on amounts 


paid in anticipation of the instalments. 


Dreectors (pro tem.). 
Hough Baird, Esq., The Crescent, Birmingham. 
Henry Haynes, Esq., Hygeia House, Leamington, 
Charles W. Iliffe, Esq.. M.D., Warwick-row, Coventry. 
Joseph Jeffers, Esq., Ivy House, Warwick-row, Coventry. . 
John James Robinson, Esq., Lansdowne-circus, Leamington. 
“~—- Whittendale, Ksq., Hertford-street, Coventry, and Hampton- 
in-Arden. 

Bayxers—Lloyd’s Banking Company (Limited), Coventry. 
Soricrror—O iver Minster. E<q., 27, Trinity-churchyard, Coventry. 
MEcHanicaL anv ConsuLTinG Encincer—Mr. James Starley, 
Upper Well-street, Coventry. 

Secretary (pro tem.)—Mr. Henry Merrick, Eurl-street, Coventry. 





ABRIDGED PROSPECTUS, 

This company is established for the purpose of purchasing from 
Messrs. Haynes and Jeffecis, of London and Coventry, the well-known 
bicycle and tricycle manufacturers, the whole of their valaable 
plant, machinery, stock-in-trade, patent licences, trade marke, 
agg effects, and the goodwill of their business, as from Nov. 

» 1478 

The superior merit of their machines has been shown by the fol- 
lowing awards at International Exhibitions—namely, the Highest 
Prize Medal at the London Exhibition, 1873; Prize Medal and two 
Diplemas at the Philadelphia Exhibition, 1876; Honourable Men- 
tion at the Brussels Exhibition, 1877; and a Bronze Medal at the 
Paris International Exhibition, 1878. The gross profits on sales of 
bicycles, tricycles, rubber-tyred wheels, repairs and sundries for the 
past three years amounted to £30,553, which equals 474 per cent. on 
the sales, The workic g expenses during the three years were £3,672, 
or £1 224 per annum, 

The purchase-money to be paid to Messrs. Baynes and Jefferis 
amounts to £24,000, made np as follows :—Valuation of stock-in-trade, 
machinery, tools, & , £5,234 5s. 6d. ; licences to use patents, £4,000; 
and goodwill of business, and orders in hard, and lease of premises in 
Spon-street and Ryley«street, Coventry, and in Queen Victoria- 
Street, London £14,765 14s. 6d., which will be paid to them in the 
following manner, namely, £6,000 by the allotment and issue of 
600 ordinary paid-up ~hares in the company; £4,000 at the expira- 
tion of one day, £3,324 5s. 6d. at the exyiration of four months, and 
£1.000 at the expiration of six months from the first general meet ng, 
and the reridue—£9 675 148. 64.—out of the annual profit: of the com= 
pany, #fter 7 per cent. has been paid to the shareholders on their re~ 
spective shares, 

P = business is a thoroughly bond fide one, and will pay Jarge divi- 
ends. 

No promotion money will be paid, and the preliminary expenses will 
be carefully limited to the lowest practical amount. 

Application for shares, accompanied by a depositof £2 10s. per 
share, should be forwarded to the bankers of the company. 

If no allotment be m:de the deposi's will be returned in full. 

Prospectuses and forms of application for shares can be had at the 
Cffices of the Company, the Ariel Works, Spon-stre-t, Coventry ; at 
56, Queen Victoria-strest, London ; and of the Sec. (pro tem.), Mr. 
Henry Merrick, sccountaut, Earl-street, Coventry. 

The memorandum and articles of association, and the above referred- 
to contract, certified statement, and reports, may be seen at the Offices 
of Mr. Oliver Minster, 27, Trinity-churchyard, Coventry. 


AYNES, JEFFERIS, & COMPANY (Limited). 
Notice is hereby Given that the LIST of APPLICATIONS 
for SHARES in the above Company will CLOSE on the Ist day of 
February next. 
Dated this 6th day of January, 1879. 
HENRY MERRICK, Secretary (pro tem). 


AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND 
SOLICITORS. 


STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PENS, 


This new Ink supplies the demand continual'y made but never 
before met, for a Red Ink which is uninjured by Steel or other 
Metallic Pens. Steel Pens left in this ink for months do not impair 
the beauty of its colour, nor are the Pens in the least corroded by it. 
The existing Red Inks rapidly destroy Steel Pens, and lose their red 
colour if used with other than Gold or Quill Pens, This new colour 
isa very rich scariet red of great beauty. The col 


lour of this ink is 
not affected by use u parchment, and is consequently of great 
value to Solicitors and htemen, 


Sold in stone botties, retail at 1s., “ts., 3s.; and Imperial Quarts of 
40 ounces at 6s.each, Also in glase bottles at 6d. and ls. each, 
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PARTRIDGE & COOPER, . 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATION ERS 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E,C, 


Carriage pail to the Country on Orders exceeding 209, 
Daavr-Paren, 58. 68.,64.y-78.-6d,, 78. 9d.,and 9s. 94. per ream, 
Brize Parser, 15s, 6., 176, 6d., and 23s, 6d. per ream. 

FootscaP Paper, 19s, 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s. 6d, per ream, °° 

Cream-Laip Nors, 3s., 4s., and 5s. per ream. 

Larer Caram-Lalp Nore, 48. 64., 6s. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Lanez Buz Nore, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 68. 6d. per ream. 

Enve.opgs, CREAM OR Buus, $s, 9d., 48. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per 1000, 

Tre “ TempLe’’ ENVELOPE, extra secure, 9s. 6d. per 1000, 

FootscaP Orrictat Enverores, ls. 9d. per 100, 

Partaipes & Coorer’s Veittum Wove -Cius-Hovse Norz, 94,64, 
ream. Thisimcomparable Paper has raised up @ host of 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe 


COOPER’S’ VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUUSE PAPER,” Without 
which none is genuine, 

InDENTURE Skins, Printed and Machme-ruled, 2s. 54, each, 288, per 
doz., 135s, per roll. 

— on FouLowers, Ruled, 2s. 1d, each, 24s. per dozen, 115s, per 
roll. 

Records o8 Memoriats, 8d. each, 7s. 6d. per dozen, 


Ledgers Day Books, Cash Books, Letter or Minute Books. 
An immense stock in various bindings. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisitc onder the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 











The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate use 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the properform for registration and distribution. SHARE CER. 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. Oom- 
panies Fee Stamps Railway Kegistration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 
Stationera, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


; femineead SAFES for Deeds, from £4 8s. to 


£11 Lis. 
M ILNERS’ SAFES for Jewellery, from £7 10s. to 
1 £35 
ILNERS’ 
. 


SAFES for Plate, from £19 ds. to £90, 


























ILNERS’ SAFE COMPANY (Limited), Liver- 
pool, London: Milners’-buildings (opposite Moorgate-stree} 
Station), City, E.C. Manchester: 28, Market-street. 


B2AND AND ©00/S OWN SAUCE. 
GUUS, PRESERVED PKOVISIONS 
porte MEATS and YORK and GAME PIES, 


also 


LSsENCcz OF BEEF, BEEF TEA 
(PURTLE SOUP, AND JELLY, and other 
GPECTALITIES for INVALIDS. 


CAUTION:—SEWARE OF IMITATIONS. 
one ress: 
11, LITTLE STANHOPE STREET, MAYFAIR, W. 


ESSR&. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to beSOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Rosidences, Hunting and Ghootng 
aarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property a0 
nvestments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 
and re obtained, free ofcharge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, B.C. 
or will be sent by postin return for twostamps,—Particulars for 
tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 





























zach sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, ‘‘PARTRIDGE & 


M ILNERS’ SAFES for Books and Documents, 
from £8 16s. to £93 10s. 
 LLNERS' SAFES for Lawyers, from £8 16s. to 
£65 10s, 
NM ILNERS’ SAFES tor Jewellers, from £133. 4s. 
to £246 2s. 6d. 
M ILNERS’ SAFES ae Bankers, from £33 11s. to~ 
02 10s. 
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